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an but-also of their accuracy, 
nd, hoth. from, the Bench and at the Bar, 

,Teports are now.received. with favour in 

i. Coummon Law and Equity Courts of this country, 
id also of our various.colonies. . Last week, this jour- 
al contained, under the heading of “Foreign ‘Tribu- 
"a wont of Shishtlon Anstey’ bef eae the ter was 

: upreme 

add. it will be.seen there that the 

n pease cited fom pad 


igh have. come under my observation, 
inthe Weekly Reporter.” We 
[oon fie whom we are indebted 
onour's.Court, to.men- 
lation me nhed has a peceiyae 
rom 
ak eee its aim has ca 
mae only neal edy. but reliable reports, and so 
rsede on the.one hand the dilatory and very ex- 
ms satin of the official r 
pare palicati y. slow and most unsatisfactory 
a of abe egal. journals --which were too. fre- 
uncorrected prints of the tran- 
,of the == writers’ notes. The .very 
eon and judicial sanction which our reports 
ved, combine to give the profession the best 
f the. extent. of ony, pe pene 
y are. accepted by ju o superior 
i a the pest, authority authority that a country practitioner 
in citing them before local tribunals. 
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terations have made the be 
noted a hes a i a. 


air fleck shawn: bad sll ‘the tae 
recent cases will be cited under the heads to whh ch 
pray be belong. We have been fortumate i in 


arduous and important undertaking the services 


.of three members of the Bar, : whose names will bea 


sufficient guarantee for the character of the 

work, of which we shall give amore Getaiicl echeaat 
as soon as the editors have made a little more progress 
in it. 


Before another week elapses all our courts will have 
risen: for the long vacation, and we shall of necessity 
be very soon deprived of the opportunity of 
any comments upon their decisions in recent cases. 
intend, however, to offer our readers by way of 
ment to our series of papers upon the recent 
of the courts of common law and equity, a comments 
Howe some of the more important jneepenss of 

of Lords, during the session. w nar Gate 
ng. to.a.close. . Questions.of law solemnly ar, 

tha supreme tribunal, and yard pede ty = it, have 

like the force. of arliamentary enactment, 
aa definitely decide what the law is until it is -altered 
by Act of Parliament, or until the House of Lordsiit- 
self declares the law to be otherwise, if, indeed, it ‘has 
power to do so—a point which our readers are aware 
remains after much mooting not free from doubt. 

The number of important cases which have been de- 
cided by the House ee tank during the present 
is. not yery great ; but a few of them are of a 

ease ap interest, and these we shall discuss at some 
in this series. 
during the important j — of the-House of Lords 
rar Pa was in the case of Bristowe v.. Whit- 
more, ea. Ww. R.621. ‘The (prestion rs was whether the 
master of a ship who while he was abroad entered 
into certain charter-parties with the Admiralty, for the® 
conveyance to England of troops at a specified 
undertaking to supply i oa &c.—was entitled as 
against the mortgagees to be recouped out of monies 
pes ja into court by the Admiralty the sums expended hy 
in furnishing provisions, &c., according to the char- 
ter-parties. In this case the decree of Vice-Chancellor 
Wood was overturned by Lord Chancellor Chelmsford, 
but re-established in the House of lords ; = the case 
itself is one of great importance as regarding the position 
and rights of eeiae oe masters of Sipe and the ais- 
tinction between acts done by a master as agent for the 
owner of the vessel and acts done by the master in his 
capacity of master. Upon this topic we shall have some 
observations to offer. 

Another important decision was in the case of 7) 
son v. Webster (9 W. R. 641). The case related to afi 
alleged voluntary settlement, and raised the question 
whether it was void as ong creditors, under the pro- 
visions of 13 Eliz. c. The decision was that the 
Court must decide in eiah particular case whether, 
under all the circumistances, the intention of the settlor 
was to ‘delay, hinder, or defraud his creditors. 

veered mperok e v. The Attorney-General (9 WR. 
601) affects the construction of a aime’ in the Succession 
Duty Act, ant raises a discussion upon the technical 
force of the words “disposition” and “ devolution” 
contained in the Act. 

Hindmarsh v. Charlton (9 W. R. 521) was heard upon 
an appeal from the Probate Court, and is important in 
reference to the execution of wills and their attestation 
and the subscription of witnesses to them. 

These cases, and one or two others, will form the 
subject of remark in our <a commentary, which 


we shall commence forthwith 
s woe ik 
a one ee 
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interest to persons connected with our colonies. The 
decision has already called forth the following observa- 
tions from a Canadian law contemporary :— 


It is not often that we find decisions of English courts of 
justice of especial interest to the colonies. any such 
present themselves we endeavour to make them known through 
the pages of the Upper Canada Law Journal. 

The decision of the English Court of Queen’s Bench, in the 
ease of Anderson, is the latest case of the kind to which we 
have hitherto found it necessary to refer. 

One of less exciting interest, but, not of less direct effect upon 
colonial interests, is Bartley v. Hodges (9 W. R. 693). In it 
the Court held that a discharge to an insolvent or bankrupt, 
under a colonial statute, is not binding upon his English cre- 
ditors not resident or domiciled in the colony. 

The proposition, though startling, is not without some show 
of reason to support it. It is not, however, for us at present to 
argue the reasonableness or unreasonableness of the decision, 
but to announce the fact of the decision. 

When we consider that colonial merchants are in general 
more or less indebted to English houses, the importance of the 
decision cannot be over-rated. The effect of it may be to ren- 
der necessary an imperial bankruptcy or insolvency law. 

The aim of every good system of bankruptcy or insolvency 
is to relieve the honest debtor from all his past liabilities. No 
colonial act can, ing to the decision mentioned, have that 
effect as against English creditors resident and domiciled out 
of Canada. 

It is well that this point of law has been at the present time 
determined. There is among us a strong desire for some 
effective system of bankruptcy and insolvency law; and the 
question at once arises, whether, under existing circumstances, 
we should be content with one enacted by our own Legislature 
merely. 

In connexion with the case reported we may mention that it 
has, we believe, been held in our Court of Chancery that a 
bankruptcy vesting order, granted by a subordinate judicial 
officer in Scotland, under an imperial statute, is effectual in 
Canada, so as to pass real estate, &., situate in Canada, to an 
assignee appointed by such officer. 

This state of the law is really vexatious, It is unjust that 
a sheriff or sheriff's deputy in Scotland, or any foreign domi- 
nion, should have power materially to affect the interests of a 
great body of creditors in this colony in a matter where they 
are not consulted, and where it would be next to impossible to 
tender advice or offer opposition if deemed necessary, upon 
notice of the intended proceedings. 


In Bartley v. Hodges, the question arose upon a bill 
of exchange oe a ~ by the defendant in 
England previously to his going out to Victoria. He 
there submitted to the statute of that colony which 
was for the relief of insolvent debtors, according 
to which it appears a sequestration by the Colonial Court 
carries all the insolvent’s property in whatever country 
situate ; and it was, th that his creditors, 
wherever they might be resident, or wherever the debts 
might have been contracted, would be bound by the cer- 
tifieate of the Colonial Court. 

decisions of our courts that where the discharge of a 


it is desentle to give effect throughout the empire. 








‘sor. Upon the hearing of the case, Sir J. »M.R., 
held that the whole of the improved rents of foun- 
dation, amounting now to £14,000 a year, belonged to 
the Dean and Canons, whilst the Poor Knights were 
entitled to receive out of the fund only the sums fixed 
by the po, pee EER This decision was affirmed by the 
ouse of s in June last year; see * 
General v. The Dean and Canons of Windsor, 8 WR. 
477. To remedy in some degree the preemest injustice 
caused by this state of the law, a Bill now before Par- 
liament provides that the proceeds of one of the eight 
suspended canonries are henceforth to be received 
the dean and chapter and applied by them for the bene- 
fit of the knights as the Crown shall direct. An at- 
tempt was made by the Earl of Chichester on the part 
of the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, when the Bill was 
in committee in the House of Lords, on Thursday, to 
have the costs of the Dean and Chapter in the litigation 
paid out of some State fund, but the suggestion was 
opposed by the Lord Chancellor, and negatived. 


a 
eT 


THE DOMICIL BILLS. 


The Law of Domicil has sustained two assaults of no 
ordinary force in the present session of Parliament. The 
enormous expense and protracted litigation which the 
difficulty of ascertaining, first, the fact of domicil, and, 
secondly, the law applicable to such a place, as illustrated 
by Lord v. Colvin, 7 W. R. 251, and Bremer v. Freeman, 
ante, p. 467, has Lig wae demanded that a legisla- 
tive effort should be made to lighten the inconveniences 
ee a British subjects who make their wills 
abroad. e Foreign Law Ascertainment Act has been 
intended to render the proof of foreign laws and cus- 
toms more easy, certain, and cheap than it is at present, 
and to remove one of the difficulties inherent in the 
shape Law of Domicil. The be my of Lord Kingsdown's 

ill, of which we gave a detailed account, anie, p. 467, 
and which is now in committee in the Commons, after 
having been passed by the Lords, is to supersede the 
necessity of a resort to the Law of Domicil in very many 
cases. ‘The merits and defects of this Bill we shall en- 
deavour to recapitulate briefly. It assimilates the 
English Law of Domicil and the code of continental 
Europe, in allowing the lex loci, as well as the lex domi- 
cilii, to govern the forms of the execution of wills, so 
that a conformity to either of such codes will render a 
will valid ; and this is the present international law of 
Europe ; and it is still further indulgent to testators in 
suffering them to execute their wills abroad, accordi 
to the laws of England or of Scotland. That Bill 
however, is defective, inasmuch as it applies only to the 
forms of execution, and not to the interpretation of 
wills, and has no to cases of intestacy. ‘These 
are left, as hitherto, to the operation of the Law of 
Domicil. An objection has been w with copious, 
but inconclusive ments in the rday Review of 
June 28, against this Bill, on the ground that it involves 
a breach of the comity of nations. We showed, how- 
ever, ante, p. 467, that the Law of Domicil, so far as it 
has any specific operation of its own, involves a sacrifice 
of territorial law to private right and convenience, as- 
suming, as it does, that testators are more likely to be 
Ps ~_ pod els of their or case a the 

ws of an country where they may: happen 
for the eeiies to sojourn, or to have had pe Mes 0 
transactions or debts due to them. Conventions are 
often necessary for states, as regards public international 
law ; but, except as regards legacy or other fisca) duties, 


ny wend — to domicil seldom admit of grounds 

internat: jealousy. The Lord Chancellor's 

Bill, however, which is now before Parliament, proceeds 

on the assumption that conventions with states 

fy takes up the question where Lact, King 
w jord. 

left it, and godooronrs {0 secure a de aee oF donc 
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that may be resorted to in all cases of the intestacy of 


British subjects resident abroad. 
. The first: section of Lord Westbury’s Bill provides 
that no British subject who shall die in a foreign 


country is to be deemed to have acquired a domicil in 
such country unless he shall have had a permanent 
residence there for one year immediately preceding his 
or her decease, and shall also have deposited in a public 
office in such foreign country a declaration in writin 
of his or her intention to become domiciled in pics 4 
foreign country ; otherwise, he or she is to “ be deemed 
for all of testate or intestate succession as to 
moveables, to retain the domicil he or she possessed at 
the time of his or her fons to reside in such foreign 
country.” This and the subsequent provisions, how- 
ever, are not to have any operation, except as regards 
those States with which her Majesty shall have entered 
into a convention for these p The result of the 
convention is to be declared by an order in council, 
which is also to specify the office in the foreign country 
in which the declaration as to domicil is to be lodged.— 
The Attorney-General stated in the debate on this 
Bill, that the phrase “ permanent residence for one 
” was commented upon as involving a solecism. 
Although we pfofess to be merely juridical, and not 
linguistic, critics, and have no desire to usurp the 
—— of quarterly reviewers, yet, we must say that 
phrase is in our opinion hardly exceptionable. 
The second section is converse of the first, and 
provides that no subject of a foreign State with which 
a convention of the nature before-mentioned shall have 
been entered into, who dies in the United Kingdom, 
shall be deemed to have acquired a British or Irish domici 
unless he shall have been a resident in the British Isles 
for one year previously, and have | a declaration 
such as is described in the first section. The third 
section exempts from the operation of the Act 
foreigners who have obtained letters of naturalization 
in any part of her Majesty's dominions. ‘The ob- 
taining of such letters ap to be regarded 
in this Bill as tantamount to the acquisition of 
a British domicil. The domicil of these persons 
may, however, if the Bill become law, be as uncertain 
asever. Like droits of admiralty expense may be in- 
curred in the ascertainment of their position, whether 
it be above the high or low water mark of that ever- 
fluctuating state of facts of which the Law of Domicil 
takes cognizance. ‘The last section of the Bill directs 
that, after a convention has been concluded and an order 
in council issued, such as are described in the first 
section, if the subject of any foreign State which shall 
have been Le sar such convention, shall die within 
her Majesty’s dominions, and there shall be no n 
present at the time of such death who shall be rightfully 
entitled to administer to the estate of such 
person, the consuls of such foreign States may obtain 
“administration of the effects of such d person, 
limited in such manner and for such time as to such 
Court shall seem fit.” This limitation appears to us to 
be altogether unnecessary ; and, moreover, to prohibit 
the Court of Probate from giving the consuls any but a 
limited administration even of the effeots left by such 
deceased person within British dominions, although such 
evidently could not have been the intention of the 
framer of the Bill. We may illustrate our meaning by 
the Act regarding illusory appointments. It was in- 
tended to render such appointments valid when made ; 
but it did more; it renders them necessary to be made, 
notwithstanding that the interests allotted’ by them may 
be of the most trivial value. It may, of course, be con- 
tended in behalt of this section that it is merely a dis- 
claimer of a foreign jurisdiction in our courts, which are 


_ thus onponeend to give administration of the effects of 


to the consuls of foreign states. But 


such a is w unnecessary ; and as the 
words of the Bill must receive some meaning and force, 
they appear to us to authorise only a limited administra- 


Majesty's doting deceased foreigners within her 
jesty’s dominions. passage, » as to there 
ing “ no person ape at the time of such death who 
shall be rightfully entitled to administer” sounds 


strangely as a specimen of legislative ar 
We ee. arclees, with Mr. Rolt that the Bill is ill- 
) gg though we cannot consider it as useless as he 


oes. 

Lord Kingsdown’s and Lord Westbury’s Bills are in- 
timately connected in meaning, as the ing account 
shows. The object uf both Bills is to remove the diffi- 
culties that are at present attendant upon all questions 
of domicile. Lor Sn own’s Bill renders a will in- 
dependent of the domicile of the testator, and, more- 
over, confers other boons upon British subjects making 
their wills abroad. That measure is, therefore, most 
valuable. If a testator is in all cases deemed by the 
law as inops consilii ; a testator who is making his will 
in a distant or a foreign land is a fortiori entitled to 
consideration. We have already commented so fully 
upon this Bill that we need add nothing more here. 
Although connected in principle with the Lord Chaa- 
cellor’s Bill, it need not be laid aside, if the latter be 
rejected. The object of Lord Westbury’s Bill is to 
facilitate the proof of domicile in all administration 
cases in which such proof shall become necessary, that is, 
in all cases of the intestacy of persons who may be al- 
leged to have had a foreign domicil. The former Bill 
excludes the Law of Domicil altogether as the standard 
for the execution of wills. Lord Westbury, on the other 
hand, intends to render the hitherto complicated law 
easy of proof, whenever it must be taken into conside- 
ration, as in cases of intestacy. Both Bills, therefore, 
cover the whole domain of successions to persons 
dying abroad, the former as to testacy, the latter as to 
intestacy. The latter Bill makes even a greater change 
in the Law of Domicil than the former. Lord Kings- 
down’s Bill o Poa se the mae ea edtr am 
of pro : estbury’s Bill does. By altering 
the Lew 0 Domicil as to the distribution of the estates 
of intestates, it may often disappoint the intention of 


the pow ore) of a8 eo and the only Fon gore of 
weight that has been against it is, it gives 
seichons too much latitude—a view that appears £ us 
to be wholly untenable. The ag asin brought against 
it by the Review, on the ground that it 
not sufficiently respect the law of nations, havi 
already answered by us need not be mlbanaron i 
the answers here. — Lord becay aa Bill, how- 
ever, appears to attribute some force to objections, 
and ba indeed, sufficiently secured agai 
The chief defect in Lord Westbury's Bill is the com- 
plicated machinery of conventions, upon a resort to 
which the operation of the Bill is made a 
ign Law Ascertainment Act, upon which we 
ante, p. 521, authorises a resort to conven- 
tions; but it has grounds for such adjuncts, which the 
t Bill has not. That statute is retro- 
in i i for i @ case, such as 


. Tf for 
Bremer v. Freeman, should occur h , the conven- 
tion could be entered into, and the case remitted to the 


F 
EE 


foreign court for advice almost simul . But, 


applicable to such a case. Are conventions, then, to be 
entered into spupenively with e State on the face 
of the globe? Indeed, we oe what probability 
is there that any, or, at all events, that many such con- 
Po paekenypced bemade? Another — to 

ill is, that persons sojourning abroad would 
80 attentive to the question of their domieil, would 
more likely to make or re-publish their wills, than 
‘ the declaration specified in this Bill, and so they 
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come within the provisions of Lord Kingsdown's Bill. 


Rh Atal they should, with adic snsouciance, 
which’ is not unlikely, omit to } the declara- 
tion, would continue to be under the opera- 
tion e law of domicil. Besides presuming the 
concurrence of forvign wers and the observance 
of the prescribed formality, the Lord Chancellor's 
Bill may, if it become law, avoid wills that would 
be wool at present. Its restrictive o ion in 
this respect, however, will, if it together with Lord 
Kingsdown's Bill become law, be con to wills which 
do not poe with the requirements either of the lez 
loci ot of the law of England or of Scotland. If a tes- 
tator be so completely heedless, legislation will do him 
but little service. ‘Viewed as'a matter of fact, and apart 
ad sarrtr but very unlikely, contingencies, a will made 
8 British subject abroad, if ort care” has ‘been 
ed upon it, is sure to conform either to the re- 

} pepe of the law of England or Scotland, or of the 
e¥ loci, as the wills of such are usually drawn either by 


the testators ves or by practitioners of the 
aly 
sécure 


a Kingedown’s Bill and, there 
own's Bill, and, e- 
fore, will pant i dr even though 

‘s. Although the two 


they receive ‘no 
ere from Lord West 

‘relate to the same subject matter, they are distinct, 
and nowise dependant on each other for an effective 
e Lord Chancellor's Bill, although it 
ly grapples with the whole Law of Domicil, is so 
cambrous in its mechanism of conventions, as not 
likely to become law this session. We should, how- 
ever, willingly see it enacted, after its phraseology shall 
have been somewhat amended. Together with Lord 
's Bill, it will afford ample ion to the 
successors of British testators and in who shall have 
een resident abroad. But Lord Kingsdown's Bill is 
pees the measure of ount importance. It 
will confer an additional value on the of the Lord 
/ Sih edadent isso to bp hogd Chad es alf- evens 
rejected session, it is to oped that at all-events 

Lord Kingsdown's measure may even yet ‘be carried. 





She Courts, Appointments, Promotions, 
Vaconcies, se. | 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 


’ One of the former, Talbot v: Traherne; 
the* latter, Mi 


) the commission in this town to-day. 





declaration canses have been disposed of within the aanie per 
herne, 4, and one of 
, Miss Shedden’s case, occupied 14’ days. These 
figures do not, of course, include the’ numerous interlocutory 
ions which are heard every: Wednesday. 
At the beginning of Trinity Term the divorce list contained 
153 causes, of which the Court has disposed of 78 sitting 
and of 33 with the assistance of juries. Several of the o: 
have been postponed or withdrawn by the parties, and the 
actual arrears are therefore not above 30, and about 40 new 
eases have been set down for trial next tei'm. 
The Act of ‘last session, giving the Judge’ Ordinary powet to 
try cases over’ which the full Court alone had jurisdiction 


“before it -was- passed, has thus, it will be seen, already. cleated 


off’almost all the arrears; and the fact that in some ofthe 
cases lately decided, the petitions were not filed until*Decem- 
ber; 1860, shows that’it has also removed all ground of com. 
plaint on account of delay in the trial of causes after they’ are 
ready for hearing. 


SUMMER ASSIZES. 
HOME ‘CIRCUIT.—Matpstone. 
July 24.—The commission was opened’in this town to-day, 
by Mr. Jastice Williams, and Mr, Justi¢e Blackburn. ‘There 
were twenty-seven causes entered for:trial, none’of which were 


special jury cases. 
Croypon, 


July 31.—The commission’ for the county of Surrey was 
opened in this town to-day. There were eighty causes entered 
for trial, thirteen of which were special jury: cases, 

MIDLAND CIRCUIT—Wakwicx. 
July 30.—The Lord Chief Baron opened the commission here 
9-day. There were fourteen causes entered for trial, aid only 
three marked for special juries. ' 


NORTHERN CIRCUIT.—DogHam. 

July 24.—Mr. Baton Wilde opened the commission in‘ thié 
city to-day. There’were sixteen causes entered for: trial, siz 
being marked for special juries, eh ! 

NEWCASTLE. 

July 29.—Mr Baron Martin and Mr, Baron Wilde opened 
Six causes were enteréd 
for trial. 

NORFOLK CIRCUIT.—Norwicu. 

July 24,—Mr, Justice Wightman opened the commission in 
tide Step to-day, There were only eight causes entered. for 
trial. 


IpswicH. 


30,—Mr, Justice Wightman opened the commission 
m4 pr 


Ji 
to-day, Only one special and three common jur 
emerald for trial, ie . ei: 
OXFORD CIRCUIT.—Surewssvey, 
27—Mz. Justice Hill and Mr. Justice Keating opened 
the commission’ in this town today. Only eight ‘ennses” were 
HEREFORD. 

July 31.—Mr. Justice Hill and Mr. Justice Keating opened 
the commission here:this day. The cause ‘list contained an 
entry of seven causes, di. rut 

SOUTH WALES.—Brecon. 

July 29.—Mr, Justice Crompton opened the commission k 
mJ There were five causes entered for Sta aie tie 
marked for a special jury. 

WESTERN CIRCUIT.—Exzurze. 

25.—Mr, Justice Byles opened the commission in this 

Peon de There were 1 causes set down for trial, 10 of 
which were marked for special juries, 


Henry Pering Pellew Crease, Esq, barrister, of the Middle 
Temple: hide been uppolited Pre abing rset of British 
Columbia. 

Thomas Colborne, Esq., New Monmouthshire, has 
appeal » popera com Mai h wledg- 
ments of deeds by married women in and for’ the county of 
Monmouth, * ~~ ‘ ’ 


Robert Manning Davy, Kisq., Fordingbridge, Hants, bas been 
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inted a perpetual commissioner for taking the acknowledg - 
po of deeds: by married women in and for the county of 
Hants, also in and for the county of Wilts, 

Samuel Searley Long, Esq., of Portsea; Hants, has been ap- 

pointed a perpetual commissioner for taking the acknowledg- 
ments of deeds by married women in and for the county of 
Hants. 
. Charles Whitehall Davies Watson, Esq., of Stourport, Wor- 
cester, has been appointed a perpetual commissioner for taking 
the acknowledgments of deeds by married women in and for 
the county of Worcester. 

John Williams, Esq., of Denbigh, has been appointed a com- 
missioner to administer oaths in the High Court of Chancery in 
England. 

Robert Edward Williams, Esq., of Rhyl, Flint, has been 
appointed a commissioner to administer oaths in the High 
Court of Chancery in England. 

Henry Woodforde, Esq., of Clevedon, Somerset, has been 

inted a perpetual commissioner for taking the acknow- 
ents of deeds by married women in and jor’ the county 
of Somersct. 





o- a be 
Parliament and H:zgislation. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, July 26. 
Bankruptcy AND Insotvenoy BILL. 


The Lor! CHANCELLOR, on rising to address the House on 
this Bill, contrasted the public discussion which the Bill had 
received in the House of Commons with the private considera- 
tion given it by the Select Committee of the House of Lords. 
‘He then adverted tothe inconsistent conduct of the Conserva- 
tives in the Lower House, who supported the measure, with 
that of the Conservative party in the House of Lords, who had 
pursued an opposite course of action, and begged that the de- 
sion to'be pronounced on that Bill might be founded, not on 
‘party motives, but on the intrinsic merits or demerits of the 
measure. He denied that the appointment of a chief judge 
could be termed “a job,” but declared himself solely responsi- 
Die for such a job, if job it were. He then briefly showed the 
Gefects of the present system, explained what changes were 
hecessary, and defended the means by which such changes 
were propoeed to be made, The appointment of a chief judge 
would remedy the present confusion of administrative and judi- 
Gial duties, by introducing an officer to superintend the admini- 
trative part of the business, and at the same time to exercise 
ajurisdiction partly appellate and partly original. By such 
&n appointment, also, justice would be rendered more quickly 
snd more cheaply, and the bandying of suitors from one court 

another would be avoided. To render, however , these re- 

complete and the Court of Bankruptcy self-sufficient, 
¢ contended that the Court should be one of appeal, and 
ope out the fallaciousness of the arguments that the num- 

_ of appeals in bankruptcy being comparatively few, 
therefore, no judge of appeal was necessary.  Certifi- 
gates, as tests of character, would be made of some value if 
&judge were appointed, as they would be distinguished by a 
uniformity of decision, In conclusion, he onered to the 

sin bankruptcy being referred to the Lords Justices of 
al, as those functionaries had quite as much as they could 
Without being saddled with additional burdens, and he 
ed their lordships to agree with the House of Commons 
eit rejection of their lordships’ amendments. 
. Lord Cranwortn said he did not object to the series of 
abstract propositions stated by the Lord Chancellor, but 
would have preferred to have heard it proved that the officer 
to be appointed was necessary. Lis lordship then 
é ned the mode of proceeding in bankruptcy, and contended 
that the present commissioners wore in every way quilified to 





act as j #, and protested against the appointment, of an un- 
necessary for the purpose of hearing appeals, The Bill 
was almost silent as to the jurisdiction of the chief judge, and 


. walt far too much in generalities and not enough in partiou- 
lars, He believed the appointment of a chief judge was not 
ag gory A and was ih ogy ag ee 

. , Lord Cuxcausvorp réplied to the insinuations of the Lor 
Chancel! r sauaet the “ Select Committee,” and vindicated the 
decisions of that committeo as frank and entirely removed 


ment of a chief judge was unnecessary, as the duties which he 
would have to do were efficiently performed by those to whom 
they were now entrusted. He refuted the assertion that the 
Lords Justices of Appeal were overburdened with work by 
quoting the number of appeal cases heard by the Lords Jus- 
tices, and denied that the proposed changes would be less ex- 
pensive than the system now in use, for he believed that they 
would tend to increased cost by augmenting the number of 
appeals. His lordship then showed that the original jurisdiction 
which the Bill pretended to confer on the chief judge was 
nothing but a pretence for making an appointment, and he 
therefore hoped the House would adhere to its amendments, 
and spare the public the expense of a most unnecessary ap- 
pointment. 

Lord WENSLEYDALE agreed with the opinions expressed by 
Lords Cranworth and Chelmsford. 

The Lopp C#anceLtor having replied to the objections of 
Lords Cranworth and Chelmsford, 

The House divided on the question that this House do insist 
on its amendments as far as relates to the office, power, and 
duties of the chief judge, when the numbers were:— 


Contents as mi cf 
Not-contents ... tes --. 46 
Majority ... - = 


Their lordships’ amendment was therefore adhered to. 

A discussion then ensued as to whether their lordships should 
insist upon their amendment with respect to the creditors’ as- 
signees. On the question being put the “ Not-contents” were 
declared to have it; so that the Commons’ amendment on this 
point was agreed to. After further discussion the other amend- 
ments of the Commons were agreed to, and a committee was 
appointed to prepare a statement of the reasons why their 
lordships had insisted on their own amendments. 


CorrriecHt Designs Braz. 
This Bill passed through committee. 
Crown Suits Liurations Bit. 
This Bill also passed through committee. 
Monday, Julu 29. 
SaLmMoN FISHERIES BILL. 
The amendments in this Bill were reported and agreed to. 


Tuesday, July 30. 
AccEssoRIES aND ABeTTors Birn. 
Creunat Sratores Repeat Brcx. 
Larceny BI. 
Mauicious Insory To Property Burtt. 
Foreery Butt. 
: CornaGs OFFENCES Burtt. 
OFFENCES AGAINST THE Person BILt 
These Bills were severally read a second time. 


CrmmnaL Procespines Oat BILt. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 
Satmon Fisuertss Birr. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Thursday, August 1, 
CroonaL Revier Oatss Bit. 
The royal assent was given to this Bill. 
CONSOLIDATION OF THB STATUTES. 

The Accessories and Abettors, Criminal Statutes Repeal, 
Larceny, &¢., Malicious Injuries to mig sand a Coinage 
Offences, and Offences against the Bills, severally 
passed through committee, and were reported, without amend- 
ments, to the House. 

Wrxpsor Susrenpep CaNonrigs Brur. 

The House went into committee on this Bill. 

The Earl of Carcuxstsr said the Bill would accomplish 
two very desirable oljects,—it would increase the inadequate 
stipends of the Military Knights of Windsor, and augment 
two livings in the town of Windsor, With regard to 
the first object, the claim of the knights was resisted by the 
Dean and Chapter, and the decision of the Master of the Rolls 
in favour of the Dean and Chapter, was, on appeal, confirmed 
by their lordships, Several thousand pounds had Mea ex- 
pended by the Dean and Chapter in a he thought some 
VY which they might 





from party motives, and stated his opinion that the appoint. 


rovision ought to be in in the Bin 
be reimbursed that tin 
Lord Krrespown said that although on the question of law 
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the Dean and Chapter of Windsor were right, there never was 
a case of greater hardship than that of the Military Knights of 
Windsor. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said that to provide for the costs of 
the Dean and Chapter would be to override the decision of the 
Master of the Rolls and of their Lordships’ House. 

The Bill was reported without amendments, 

Friday, August 2. 
CoNsoLIDATION OF THE STaTuTE Laws. 

The Lorp Cuancextor laid on the table a Bill for further 
consolidating the statute laws. He did not do so with the 
idea of proceeding with the measure this session, but merely 
that it might be read a first time, in order to receive the con- 
sideration of their lordships previous to the next meeting of 
Parliament. The bill dealt with the Acts from the earliest 
dates, and continued down to those passed in the reign of 
Edward IIL; in short, it dealt with all the Acts mentioned in 
the first folio volume published by the Record Commission. 
The effect of the Bill would be to reduce the volume to about 
one-fifth of its present size. 

The Bill was read a first time. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, July 26. 
Courts or Justice Burtpine (Monex) Burtt. 


The order of the day for proceeding with this Bill was dis- 
charged. This Bill, therefore, will not be further proceeded 


with this session. 
Monday, July 29. 
Law or DomiciLe. 
Wiis oF Personatty or BritisH Suspsects ABROAD BILL. 


The AtTorNEY-GENERAL, in moving that the House go into 
committee on the Wills and Domicile of British Subjects 
Abroad Bill, said, the few observations he had to make on this 
Bill he would extend to the next order (Wills of Personalty 
Bill) as the measures had a good deal incommon. Having 
stated the object of the first Bill, he said that the Bill which 
stood next on the paper to the measure before the House, and 
which had come down from the Lords (the Wills and Per- 
sonalty of British Subjects Abroad Bill) had for its object to 
put an end to the law that the validity of the will should depend 
on the law of the domicile of the testator. If, however, the 
first Bill should pass, it would very much mitigate the evil 
that might result from the doubt and difficulty of defining 
what constituted domicile, because there would then be an 
authoritative declaration of domicile ratified by convention 
with foreign Governments. The Bill from the Lords would, 
he thought, introduce mischief and danger greater than that 
which it was intended to remedy. He then proceeded to shew 
the probable effect of that Bill, and suggested to the hon. and 
learned gentleman who had charge of the Bill (Sir F. Kelly) 
that as the Bill now before the House was admitted on all 
hands to make an advantageous change in the law, and as it 
facilitated future legislation, the hon. and learned gentleman 
should consent to postpone to another session the Wills and 
Personalty of British Subjects Abroad Bill. He then moved 
that the House go into committee on the Bill. 

Sir F. Kex1y said that the Bill which his learned friend 
asked him to withdraw had been proposed in the other House 
by Lord Kingsdown; referred there to a select committee, by 
whom it was subjected to a searching consideration; was in the 
end unanimously approved, and passed the House of Lords 
with the entire approbation of the ministers in that House. 
He then stated the grievances arising from the present state of 
the law. The Bill proposed by the Attorney-General was a 
measure enacting that a treaty or convention should be entered 
into between this country and other nations providing that no 
one should acquire a domicile in a foreign country except by a 
residence for one year immediately before his death, and by 
the registration of his intention in some public office. The 
object of the Bill which had been introduced by Lord Kings- 
down was, on the other hand, plain and clear. It proposed to 
make wills valid which were framed according to the laws of 
England or of Scotland, in accordance with the law of the 
country in which they were made, or in conformity with the 
law of the country in which the testator had his domicile. So 
far, however, as the Bill of the late Attorney-General was con- 
cerned, he ventured to contend that its advantages, if it were 
found to confer any, would be contingent, should not, 
however, object to going into committee upon it if the House 
were disposed to do so. 


] _ Sir G. Bowyer strongly objected to the Attorney-General’s 
Bill, which he said was not founded upon any principle that 
could be understood by any legal mind. He moved to defer 
the committee for three months. 

The Soricrror-GENERAL observed that there was nothi 
in either of the Bills which conflicted with the prt. | 
pointed out the advantages that would result from passing the 
Attorney-General’s Bill, if foreign nations would co-operate 
with us, and there was no reason, he said, to doubt that they 
would do so. The passing of the other Bill would leave un. 
touched many of the evils under the existing state of the law, 

Objections were urged by Mr. Rolt, Mr. Malins, and Sir BH, 
Cairns, to the Bill immediately before the House, and after a 
short reply by the Attorney-General, the amendment was with. 
drawn, the House went into committee upon the Bill, and after. 
wards upon the Lords’ Bill, both of which passed the com. 
mittee. . 

Prosecutions Expenses BILL. 

On the order of the day for resuming the adjourned debate 
on the second reading of this Bill, 

Sir G. C. Lewis said he had brought in this Bill to satisfy 
; some of the northern counties. As, however, it did not appear 





to have given satisfaction, he should best discharge his duty by 

: withdrawing it. 
The order of the day was then discharged and the Bill with- 
| drawn. 


Tuesday, July 30. 
Statute Law Revision BI1u. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Wednesday, July 31. 
InpictaBLe OrFeNces (Metropo.itan District) Birt, 
This Bill was withdrawn. 
Lunacy Reeurtation BIL. 


Colonel FRENCH moved that this Bill should be read that 
day three months. 

Mr. Bovitx seconded the motion. 

The House was cleared for a division, but no member of 
the Government haying spoken in opposition to the motion 
when the question was put a second time, it was carried, and 
the further progress of the Bill arrested. 


BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY BILL. 


The ATToRNEY-GENERAL moved the consideration of the 
Lords’ reasons for insisting on certain of their amendments to 
this Bill, to which the Commons had disagreed. 

The clerk at the table then read the reasons as follows:— 

“ The lords insist upon such parts of their amendments in 
the preamble to clause 1, and in clauses 2, 3, 4, 18, 14, 18, 22, 
23, 33, 37, 39, 43, 52, 55, 56, 57, 59, 60, 61, 63, 67, 68, 71, 74, 
75, 76, 77, 78, 83, 99, 111, 112, 129, 142, 164, 169, 178, 202, 
212, 213, 230, 243, and 246, and in the schedule of re 
parts of statutes, as relate to the subject of a Chief Judge in 
Bankruptcy and matters consequential thereon, and also to 
clause (A) added by their lordships to the Bill, and which 
have been disagreed to by the Commons, for the following 
reasons:—Because they consider the appointment of a chief 
judge as the head of the Court of Bankruptcy in London to be 
unnecessary; the original jurisdiction which it is proposed to 
confer does not, in their opinion, require a judge of hi 
attainments and authority, but would be equally well exercised 
by the London Commissioners, and the creation of a new judge 
to be the judge of appeals seems not to be called for by any 
necessity, because the appeals in bankruptcy at present occupy 
the time of the lords justices acting as the Court of Appeal for 
only a few days in each year, and there is no reason to expect 
that the passing of the Bill will occasion such an increase in 
the appeal business as to prevent its being sitisfactorily dis- 
posed of by the same appellate tribunal; because the proposal 
to confer original jurisdiction on the chief judge is not at all 
calculated to secure consistency in the administration of the 
bankrupt law, inasmuch as this jurisdiction would be confined 
t) the metropolitan district, and no provision would be made 
by it for securing uniformity of decision among the commis- 
sioners of the district courts and the county court judges sit- 
ting in bankruptcy, and if this consistency in the administra- 
tion of the bankrupt law is to be obtained by means of a cen- 
tral and controlling authority, it 4 unnecessary to create & 
new judge of appeals for the purpose, asthe object is already 
secured by the existing Court of Appeal; because if it is s 
principal object of the Bill gradually to supersede the commis- 
sioners borer cf the establishment of the Chief Judge, so 
great a change in the present system ought not to take place in 
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this manner, but should be made only by the express authority 
of Parliament. With the preceding exceptions, the Lords do 
not insist upon any of their amendments to the said Bill to 
which the Commons disagree, and agree to the amendments 
made by the Commons to their lordships’ amendments and 
also to the original Bill.” 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL moved that the House do not 
jnsist in their disagreement to the amendments made by the 
Lords. They were well aware, and the reasons just read mde 
is very apparent, that the amendments to this Bill as it 
originally passed the House, and on which the other House of 
Parliament insisted, were those which related to the appoint- 
ment, duties, and salary of the Chief Judge in Bankruptcy. 
If the House were to persist in the view they had taken when 
the Bill was last before them, the consequence would naturally 
be that the Bill would be lost; and, under those circumstances, 
it had become the duty of the Government to consider what 
course they should advise the House to pursue; and, although 
her Majesty’s Government retained the opinion expressed by 
its members in the discussions on the various stages of the 
Bill in favour of the appointment of the Chief Judge, for the 
reasons adopted by that House and transmitted to the other 
House of Parliament, and although they stiil considered that 
the provisions of the Bill were greatly impaired, and its 
chances of working well at the outset were very much di- 
minished indeed by the omission of that portion relating to 
the Chief Judge, they considered that even without that part 
of the Bill there was an amount of good in it which was 
capable of working, although defectively, which ought to 
induce the Government to take the Bill mutilated and shorn, 
as he admitted it to be, rather than not have the measure at 
all, Under these circumstances the Government had come to 
the conclusion to advise the House—of course it was for the 
House to consider whether they should adopt that advice—not 
to insist further in their disagreement to the amendments made 
by the Lords, but practically to accept the Bill as amended by 
the other House. He should, however, have to propose certain 
verbal amendments, to which he was sure no objection would 
be made, which were rendered necessary for the purpose of 
enabling those by whom the general orders were to be made to 
make them in proper time, in the absence of the Lords Justices, 
He now begged to move that the House do not insist in their 
disagreement with the amendments made by the Lords. 

The motion was then agreed to. 
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Recent Becisions. 


COMMON LAW. 


Costs 1n Frivotovs Actions—3 & 4 Vict. c. 24, 8. 2; 
23 & 24 Vicr. c. 126, 8. 34. 
Saunders v. Kirwan, C. P., 9 W. R. 706. 

The point raised in this case was as to the proper manner of 
framing a certificate under the Common Law Procedure Act of 
last year (s. 34), which shall have the effect of giving the 
plaintiff the costs of an action for a wrong from the defendant, 
although the sum recovered by the verdict therein is under 
£5, This provision was passed for the further discouragement 
of frivolous actions, The previous Act on the subject (3 & 4 
Vict. c. 24, s. 2), which does not appear to have been repealed 
by the provision just mentioned, applies only to cases where the 
amount recovered by the verdict is under forty shillings, and 
for that and other reasons was considered to be insufficient for 
the desired object. In the former Act the burthen of obtaining 
4 certificate is thrown by the Legislature on the plaintitf—z. e. 
if notwithstanding the smallness of the amount recovered by 
the verdict he seeks for costs, he must procure from the judge a 
certificate to the effect that the action was brought to try a 
right besides the-mere right to recover the damages sought, or 
was brought in respect of » wilful and malicious trespass or 
grievance. Such a certificate is, of course, framed atlirma- 
tively; bat in the statute just passed the certificate 
is in the negative —that is, it is required to state 
three several things, 1, that the action was not brought to try 
a right; 2, that the trespass or grievance was not wilful 
and malicious; and 3, that the action was not fit to be brought, 
And this form is rendered necessary by another change made 
in the later Act, namely, to throw the onus of obtaining a cer- 
tificate (where one is sought under its provisions) on the de- 
fendant instead of the plaintiff—for as the law now stands a 
plaintiff who recovers above 40s. and under £5 will be 
entitled to his costs, if the defendant fails to apply for and 

















obtain a certificate (always supposing the question as to 
whether the action ought to have been brought in the county 
court not to arise under the circumstances of the case) 
to the effect above-mentioned. The present case, however, 
shows that provided one of the three things negatived in the 
certificate, be the malice of the defendant, the very words of 
the Act need not be so closely followed as to render it essen- 
tial also to negative the existence of wilfulness. That is to say, 
if the judge will certify that the trespass or grievance sued for 
was not malicious, it will be sufficient to deprive the plaintiff of 
his costs, although it does not further proceed to state that 
neither was it wilful. 





CRIMINAL LAW. 
Form oF CASE STATED UNDER 11 & 12 Vicr. c. 78. 
Reg. v. Sleep, C. C. R., 9 W. R. 709. 

This is an instractive case for those who are concerned with 
cases stated for the consideration of the Court for Crown Cases 
Reserved. This is a tribunal for the solution of doubtful ques- 
tions of criminal law, which was provided for the first time by 
11 & 12 Vict. c. 78; an Act which enables any court of oyer 
and terminer, or gaol delivery, or any court of quarter sessions, 
(whether for the county or for a borough) upon the convic- 
tion of any person before them, to reserve any question of law 
which shall have arisen at the trial for the consideration of the 
justices of either bench and the barons of the exchequer; and to 
respite the execution of or postpone the judgment on such con- 
viction until such question shall have been considered and de- 
cided. The Act farther proceeds to direct that in such emer- 
genciesa case shall be stated and signed by the Court before which 
the trial was held, setting forth the question or questions of law 
reserved, with the special circumstances upon which the same 
shall have arisen. No more definite instructions for the 
ration of the case than these are given in the Act itself; but 
this deficiency has been, to a certain extent, supplied by Rules 
of Court bearing date June 1, 1850,—by which it is, among other 
things, ordered that every case transmitted for the consideration 
of the Court “shall briefly state the question or questions of 
law reserved, and such facts only as raise the question or 
questions submitted.” 

Even, however, as so supplemented, the directions as to the 
framing of the case are sufficiently vague to leave a good deal 
to the discretion and ability of the respective judges by whom 
they are drawn up; and accordingly, considerable difference 
may be observed in them. Some bear the impress of the skil- 
ful and practised pens of our most eminent judges, while 
others disclose the uncertainty and want of arrangement 
which not unfrequently characterise the literary efforts of a 
bench of magistrates, even when under the superintendence of 
their chairman. 

In the present instance the case was undoubtedly ill-drawn, 
but the fault appears to have arisen trom the over-caution rather 
than the unskilfulness of the recorder by whom it was sub- 
mitted—who has, indeed, the well-deserved reputation of being 
an able lawyer. But he appears, nevertheless, to have much 
excited the irritability of certain members of the court, and 
particularly to have drawn down upon himself the censure of 
the Chief Baron. 

The prisoner was indicted for having been found in possession 
of naval stores, and evidence was given of his having consigned 
to a carrier for conveyance elsewhere a cask of metal, some of 
which was marked with the broad arrow; and no evidence on 
his side was tendered toaccount for such being in his possession ; 
but, on the other hand, no direct evidence was given on the 
part of the Crown to show that the prisoner was aware that any 
portion of the metal in the cask bore the mark of the broad 
arrow. After setting forth the above facts the case 
to state that these questions were severally put by the Court 
to the jury—1l. Whether the prisoner was found in 
of copper marked with the broad arrow, to which they replied 
* Yes.” 2. Whether the prisoner knew that the copper or any 
part of it wus marked, to which they replied, “ We have not 
sufficient evidence before us to show that he knew it;” and 3, 
Whether the prisoner had reasonable means of knowing that 
it was so marked, to which they answered “ He had.” Upon 
this finding (proceeded the case) a verdict of guilty was re- 
corded, 


To the case so stated, the court of appeal raised several 
objections. In the first place they observed that according to 
the evidence the copper was not in the possession of the pri- 
soner at all, but of the carrier; but that question was not re- 
served, and the question put by the recorder to the jury was, 
indeed, inconsistent with the fact, In the next place they re- 
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marked that as the case was framed it appeared that the jury 
had expressly negatived the fact that the prisoner knew of the 
metal being marked; and (notwithstanding certain cases which 
were pressed upon them) the Court held that where the mens 
rea was expressly disproved, no criminal offence could be com- 
mitted. On the other hand, the Court held that on the above 
evidence there was ample ground for the jury to have come to 
the conclusion that the prisoner was aware of the metal while 
in his possession having been marked ; and that the proper course 
for the recorder to have adopted would have been to have told 
the jury that if they found so and so was the case they ought 
to find the man guilty; and in case they should have so found 
should then have asked the court of appeal whether in point of 
lawh is direction was right. But instead of this the jury were in- 
structed to find a species of special verdict and not a verdict of 
‘* guilty ;” upon which alone the court of error could act by 
way of affirmance. “ Every case,” added the Court, “ ought 
to contain a distinct statement that by the verdict of the jury 
the nian has been found guilty, and should then reserve for us 
the point of law which may have arisen.” 


<p 
ee oa 


Gorrespondence. 


MORTGAGES.—DAYS FOR PAYMENT OF INTEREST. 


Perhaps some of your numerous correspondents will favour 
me with their opinions upon the following suggestion. 

It has frequently occurred to me that it would be a great 
practical convenience if, instead of the present practice of in- 
serting for the day of redemption in mortgage deeds a day six 
months from the date of the deed, the Ist of January or Ist of 
July were always inserted, with a coyenant for future payment 
of interest on those days in case of default. 

Is there any practical or theoretical objection to this depar- 
ture from long and universal custom? 

parties have several sums lent on mortgage it is in- 
convenient that their incomes should be received at several 
different and not particularly accustomed periods; or where 
trustees have various sums to collect and pay over; ora solicitor 
has a number of clients for whom he receives the interest on 





various mortgages, the collection would be much facilitated if 
all, like rent, dividends, &¢., were paid on some day usually 
adopted, and therefore easily remembered, on both sides. 

he only inconvenience on the other hand which occurs to 
me would be that, of course, the first payment of interest would 
have to be rather more or less than the usual half-yearly inter- 


est, according as the period of redemption was made to fall. 

But this would be a trifling matter of arrangement, and not a 

recurring inconvenience. A Soriciror. 
July 30. 


RECENT DECISIONS. 

In the last number of the Solicitors’ Journal, page 669, under 
the head of “ Recent Decisions,” some remarks are made on the 
ease of Heslop y. Metcalfe, reported in 3 My. & Cr. 183, in 
confirmation of the ground of that decision, which was that the 
solicitor had discharged the client. I have not the report of that 
case by me at the time of writing this, but I have a most clear 
recollection that the solicitor in that case actually arrested his 
client for the amount of his bill of costs, and that that fact was 
adduced in evidence on the motion before Lord Cottenham. 
My contention wis that the arrest was tantamount to a dis- 
charge, and so the Court held. W. H. Green. 


{This letter amounts to this—that the effect of Heslop v. 
Metcalfe is correctly stated in the passage referred to by Mr. 
Green. —Ep. 8. J.] : 


_ 
> 


Che Provinces. 


Tamwortu.—At a meeting of the Council of Tamworth, on 
the Ist instant, Mr. Thomas Argyle, solicitor, of that borough, 
was unanimously elected to the office of town clerk, rendered 
vacant by the resignation of Francis Willington, Eaq., who 
had held the intment for upwards of a quarter of a cen- 

. The s of the some were cordially voted to Mr. 
hg , for bis long and able performance of the duties of 
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A Letter to the Right Hon, the Viscount Palmerston, on hig 
Bills for the Disintegration of the Statute Law. . By 
Gzorce Coop. Second Edition, London: Ridgway; 
Sweet. 2 
This pamphlet has made its appearance most opportunely, 

The Bills, to which it refers, have passed the third Teauling 

in the Upper House, and have received a certain degree of 

commendation from the /imes. The article, however, iy 
which the rapid action of the Commons has been praised by 
our contemporary, expresses thankfuiness rather for, the title 
than for the substance of these Bills. The Zimes has re. 
marked that consolidations must be taken upon trust, and that 

Tribonian, probably, was never interrogated as to the details of 

his compilation under Justinian. The author of this pamph- 

let, however, alleges that these Bills are not entitled to be re. 
garded as consolidations of the criminal law except in name, 

In order to prove the soundness of his criticism, he first 

fairly the conditions to which every process of consolidation 

should conform. We consider his observations on this head to 
be entitled to unqualified praise; but we think that the Bills 
which he so severely censures conform in very many respegts, 
though not entirely, to the canons upon which he bases. hig 

criticism, 4 
The writer lays down, as the first rule to which 

every consolidation of the statute law should conform, that 
those portions of it which are at present dispersed throughout 
the statute book, ‘‘ should he collected together and arranged 
in such a way that the parts that have most connection ip 
meaning and effect should be most closely Liought together; 
so that they shall throw mutual light each one on the other,” 
and that every subject should be thus wholly comprised in a 
single enactment. This is a description of consolidation from 
which, we think, few will dissent. He again, in a logi 
way, defines consolidation to be “a placing together of all 
those parts of any subject which make up the whole of that 
particular subject.” The author then contrasts with this de 
scription and definition of consolidation the principles which 
the Bills now before Parliament profess to realize, He com 
siders that these Bills are the very reverse of what a true con- 
solidation should be; instead of associating the disjecta mem- 
bra, the Bills, as he alleges, still further dissever them, 
and so are entitled by him “Bills for the disintegration 
of the Statute Law.” ‘The principle of them, according 
his view, is, “that of picking out the similar or identical parts 
from all different subjects, and stringing all those similar parts 
together in one Bill.” We do not think that the Bills now be 
fore the Upper House, after having passed their ordeal in the 
Commons, are open to this sweeping objection. These Bills 
six in number, and relate, respectively, to offences ageints ae 
person, malicious injuries to property, larceny, forgery, coining, 
and to accessories and abettors. There is no confusion in the 
boundaries of these subjects, but each in its integrity is disposed 
of by a single Bill. The penalty, indeed, for assaulting @ 
clergyman while exercising his functions, to use the example 
put by Mr. Coode, and that imposed on any other offence, viz. 
libel, may be enacted in the very same terms; and the first, we 
admit, has its proper place in ecclesiastical law, while the other 
should be connected with those legislative provisions which re- 
gulate the necessary license of discussion. ‘Io classify togeth 

these and other dissimilar cases, would doubtless be t 

effect a nominal consolidation only. A child, as the author 

puts it, could sort the hands of hundreds of watches, but this 
process would afford no insight into their mechanism. 

Neither, we may add, could it even assist the memory, the 

only utility which any such proceeding could be. alleged i 

subserve. “Ordo juvat memoriam,” says Lord Bacon ; 

certainly, the practitioner is more likely to remember the de- 
tails of a particular penalty, and the procedure necessary to 
enforce it, when he remembers it in connection with the other 
branches of the subject to which it relates, than as an abstract 
number in a statute containing perhaps a thousand similar 
insipidly monotonous provisions. The author observes, “that 
there is no consolidation possible by the aggregation of similar 
parts.” This proposition follows necessarily from the preceding 
maxims stated by him. He adds, however, an observation 
which pushes his theory too far, or, rather, which is not war- 
ranted by it. He considers that no Consolidation of the criminal 
law is possible. This is a statement which we would never 
have expected to find ia this pamphlet, the principles of which 
are sufficiently sound, sensible, and philo c. But we 
agree with him to this extent, that an isolated collection of all 
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provisions, unconnected ‘with definitions of the offences 
Pewhth they ae 


would be an unnecessary un- 
warranted attempt at consolidation. Rights, wrongs, and re- 
medies, in their criminal aspect, however, admit of as ready a 
as any other branch of law. It is true that re- 
medies are partly preventive and partly remedial.” But’ there 
is an essential distinction between both classes; since: the’ for- 
mer relate exclusively to disputed rights to property. The 
Gooutive and police are, indeed, preventive remedies as. regards 
al injuries. But, if we are to make a classification of 
my of law upon such abstract, or rather transcendental 
— all laws ipso facto are’ preventive. We regret, there: 
‘that Mr. Coode committed himself to the statement that a 


= tat ia law VF gown We think, on 
* the contrary, t is quite possible, and that he has himself 
enunciated wi 


th great clearness the principles upon which such 
be easily’ effected. 
‘The writer observes that the Consolidation Bills now before 


» Parliament are not simply useless, but that they are likewise 


ive, as regards the consolidation of the’ remaining 

i ‘he statutes Pw agg 9 by them, A Te- 

is the utmost importance. e principle upon 

) these Bills proceed be: unsound, and we certainly should 

wish to see them more logical than they are} they must, 


) pose into law, be wholly ignored in any subsequent scheme 
of consolidation that 


adopt a- different system; or else 
will encounter difficulties similar to those experienced 
wd reasoners, who arrange the subjects of their thesis in 
cross divisions. The Bills oriticised by Mr. Coode, 
their ambitious comprehensiveness, wholly omit 
8s of the law ating peniTties i in their imposition 
vom’ This omission of the part of Hamlet os 
duty the inaccuracy of emule whih Ia sar to lied 
3 tad lassify voluminous details without a close 
mtu or iegiet relations. Some other of the eighty- 
thre Consolidation Bills promised by Sir Fitzroy Kelly, who was 
of the commission who prepared: these Bills, may provide 
fir this. A sound and logical, as distinct: froma nominal, 
gnsolidation of every branch of law, is, without any doube, 
e enough; and criminal law is certainly a branch o 
ence sufficiently definite and succinct to admit of 
ion. Tho differing thus from Mr. Coode we 
let. ta aoe attention of all who feel an 
in the subject of the reformation of our law. He 
states his data with great distinctness and with considerable 
b wil of illustration; and though ‘we consider that he pushes 
pviews to an an extreme point as regards ‘the question of the 
dation of the crimnal law generally, yet we think that 
0 far to show that 
ee ee ae ee isappoint the ex- 
ions of their authors, Lf do not, however, mix toge- 
heterogeneous subjects. purview is confined ‘eaclr to 
‘ class of ‘offences; but they are certainly deficient as 
definitions and completeness. 
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Births, Marriage, and Beaths. 
BIRTHS. 
—On July 29, in Dublin, the wife of William G. 
¢ , Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son, still-born. 
"July ’al, at Clifton; the wife of Lewis Fry, Esq., 
ie, of a daughter. 
nana gin July 25, at Dublin, the wife of Judge Har- 
ve, of & , still-born. 
On ‘July 24; the wife of Aneas John Molntyre, 
., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 
aes -On July 26, the wife of John Rendall, Esq., of the 
Inner Temple, Barrister-nt-Law, of a son. 


MARRIAGE. 


Sie oe June 27, at Grenada, West Indies, 
“Henry Sharpe, Esq., Provost Marshal, son of the Hon, 
pry Edward Sharpe, Chief Justice of St. Vincent, to 

ces Elizabeth, daughter of the Hon. William Darnell 

Davis, Chief Justice ot Grenada. 


DEATHS. 


Datax—On July 21, at West Bromwich, in the 6th year of 
Pay ge son of — Dalby », Solicitor. 










30, John Thotnas Grover, Eagq., of Bedford- 
__ Tow, Solletor aged 56. 
satiny July $9, at Dalkey, George Kenny, Esq., Solici- 





Poncra—On July 22,-aged 6 months, Arthur Henry, son of 
T. F. Poncia, Esq., Solicitor, of Birmingham. 

Witpe—On May 30, at St. Helena, Harriet, the wife of W. 
Wilde, Esq., Chief Justice of the colony. 


ge 


Anclaimed Stock in the Bank of Gngland. 

fhe Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Naiies will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimanis 
appear within Three Months :— 

AUBER, JAMEs, Gent,, Union-street, Whitechapel, Rev. Joseru 
Watuis, Stebon-terrace, Stepney, and SusanNaH AUBER, 
Widow, Union-street, Whitechapel, £126 10s. 6d. Reduced 
Three per Cents.—Claimed by James’ Auber, the survivor. 

CoTTgReELL, THomas, THomas Suarp, and THomas BEALE, 
Farmers, all of Ruscombe, Berks, £50 Consols —Claimed by 
GrorcE Barker, Esq., Stanlake-park, Ruscombe, Berks, 
and Jonn GarRaway, Farmer, Ruscombe, Berks, pursuant 
to an Order of the County Court of Berkshire, dated 12th 
September, 1860, in the matter of Lady Eyre’s Charity in 
Ruscombe, &c. 

Laynury, JoHNn Fisu, Gent., Watney-street, Commercial- 
road, £9,400 Consols.—Claimed by Epwarb Dewevagrp, 
the surviving executor. 

Lewis, Sane Wades Hartlebury, Worcestershire, £2,789 8s. 5d. 
Consols.—Claimed by the said Janz Lewis. 

Martin, Ann, Spinster, Tyson-street, Bethnal-green, £56 New 
Three per Cents. and. £144 12s, 6d. Reduced Three. per 
Cents. Martin, Any, Widow, Tyson-street, Bethnal- 
green, £485 New Three per Cents.—Claimed’ bythe Ac- 
countant-General of the Court of Chancery, the person 
named in the said order. 


pacaaens RNa 
Next of Hin. 


Key, Mary, late of Hastings, in the county of Sussex, Spin- 
ster, who died on the 16th April, 1861.—Next of Kin to 
apply to the Solicitor to the Treasury, Whitehall, S.W- 


——_——@——— 
states Gazette. 





Recent Saes.—SaLe or THE WRoxHALL Ansey Estate, WAtWicK- 
sHIRE.—This important property, comprising the very 
abbey, with the mansion and nearly 2,00) acres of land, was sal 
public competition on Thi last by Messrs. and 
and, as is usual bag bane: fmabage r ‘iagihats, the salé excited consider 
able interest, and at a 
midland — and phere my ihe first ae twice, fe 


Bt 





abbey ; ‘roma h ch it appear thatthe 
‘de Hutton, in the 
1544, granted the abbey and a} to Robert 
it remained until 1713, when it passed to Sir 
imperishable fame will ever give an interest to the piace, and whose des- 
cendants have been in possession up to the present 
AT THE MART. 
By Messrs. Carnnock & GaLsworTRrY. 

Freehold Estates, near Kingston, Surrey; comprising 163} acres, and 

known as Norbiton Park Farm.—Sold for £15,000, exclusive of timber. 
Leasehold House and Shop. No, 152, veate._ aa for 63,600. let at £250 ; ground 


rent £93 : 10: 0; term, 58 
Leasehold Private House, Ne 3, | 2) ora, ald annual 
value, £95; ground rent, £35; term, 62 for £650. 
Private House, known as Ivy ry lan ough let at £55; held for 
999 ata rcorn.— 
A Piel of Preehald Building Ground,-containing 1a. lr. 27p., situate at 
Wimbledon.—Sold for £630. 
A Plot of Freehold a oy beta containing about 2a. 3r. Op., at Wim- 


bledon.—Sold for £ 
A Pilot of Freehold Building Ground, containing 2a.2r. Tp., at Wimbledon. 


—Sold for £1,450. 

A Plot of Freehold Building Ground, containing one acre, at Wimbledon. 
—Sold for 

A Plot of Freehold Building Ground adjoining, and containing 1a. Or. 20p. 


—Sold for £450. 
A Corner Pilot of Freehold Building Ground adjoining, and containing 


Oa. 8r. 28p.—-Sold for £420. 
A Plot of Freehold Building Ground, containing Ja, Or. 34p.—Sold for 


25, 

A Plot of Freehold Building Ground, containing ta. 2r. 2p., adjoining.— 
Sold for £650. 

The Clump Plot, a Freehold Building site, containing La. om 12p.—Sold 
for 

Freebold Building Plot, containing la. Sr. 24p., adjoining. —Sold for £360 

A Freehold Bi Building Plt, having frontage of 1208. by 220% to the 
Avenue-road, Wimbledon —Sold for £270 

A Plot of Freehold Land, situate in the interior of Wimbiedon-park, con- 


taining Ha, Ir. 30p.—Sold for £5,70 
In each case the ‘adeateeebasigese hbeadion: 
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of the London-road, Southwark, Surrey. Sewell ¥- Sewell, x, 
London Gajettes. samc, Joun, Gent., Norwich. Rushbrook v. Miller, V. ©, Word, 


UMindings-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 
TuEspDAY, July 30, 1861. 
LIMITED IN BANKRUPTCY. 

CaRDIFF AvD CAERPHILLY Inox Company (Limited).—Commissioner Fon- 
blanque will sit on Aug. 20, at 1.30, at Basinghall-street, to make a divi- 
dend of the estate and effects of this company. 

Faray, Aug. 2, 1861. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Exectric TeLecraPH ComMPANY oF Inetanp.—The Master of the Rolls 


purposes on Aug. 9, at 1, to proceed to make a call on all the contribu- 
tories of this company, settled on the list of contributories for fifteen 


shillings per share. 
MEAKLN’s Jame Srocs Brewery Company.—The Master of the Rolls has 
os Mr. Turquand, 16, Tokenhouse-yard, London, Accountant, 
interim Manager of this company. 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap, 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
TuEspay, July 30, 1861. 
Dyson, naan roe . 4% Kendal, Westmoreland. Harrison & Son, 
Horwoop, ALIcE, Spineter, Highfield- within-Blackburn, Lancashire. L. 
& W. Wilkinson, Solicitors, 75, Ainsworth-: street, Blackburn. Aug. 28, 
— Wiu1u™ Henry, Wine Broker Norwood, Surrey, 
and Mincing-lane, London. Wilson & Jeanneret, Solicitors, 11, New- 
inn, Strand, W.C. cay. 31. 
nt., Norwich. William Aldis Kinnebrook, Exe- 


cutor, 36, Wyndham-street, Bryanston-square, ee Aug. 80. 

Ossorne, Toomas, eg = "40, aver, 0, Thurlo-square, Brom jpton, and 15, oo] 
borne-lane, ennen ecutrix, 15, oe te cm 
London. Sep. 1 

Squire, Ag Widow, 16, emai | -town, Middle- 
sex. 8S. Heath, jun., 10, Basingha! E.C. Sep. 10. 

TRimBex, Joun, Publican, 14, fata To Drary-! — Middlesex, 


and late of the Duke’s Head Public-house, Putney, Surrey, Licensed 
Victualler. ee, Willaume, & Hanbury, Solicitors, 34, New 
ong treet, joe. 2 ng ug. 31. 
aRD, THOMAS —- t. Wood — Bi Lancashire. 
Want. 3 « Spring jurniey, 
Woop, Txomas, porate 


Solicitors, 
New-street, West. Bromwich Sep. 1. 


Fripay, Aug 2, 1861. 
BrEaRex, RowLanpD, Auctioneer, Derby. Simpson & Taylor, Solicitors, 
Derby. Sep. 21. 
DownuamM, Josers, otherwise Joserpn Downnam Hayes, Farmer, Chris- 
hall, Essex. Thurnall & Nash, Solicitors, Roys' 
Graves, ae oe, z Major an in Her Majesty's Indian Army, 
Gloucester. H. enderson, Solicitors, 31, Bloomsbury- 


pong pe a oe 
Mooggnovse, ar mtg Coachbuilder, Leeds. Bewley, Solicitor, 9, Park- 
row, Leeds. Sept. 


Norman, Epwarp, i Victualler, formerly ot the King’s Arms, 
Windmill-street, Finsbury, Middlesex, afterwards of the Half Moon, 
Holloway, Middlesex, and late of Park-road, Holloway, Middlesex, 
—, Cobb, & Pearson, Solicitors, 4, Basinghall-street, London. 


Aug. 3 
te, Yorkshire. Taylor, 
Sept. 1. 


Pat Some Green, Esq., Oatlands, near Harrogate, 
Jeffery, & Little, Solicitors, 5, Piccadilly, Bradford. 

Peace, Groner Josava, otherwise JosHus Barry Peace, Commercial 
Traveller, Bradford elgg om gy Taylor, Jeffery, & Little, Solicitors, 
5, Piccadilly, Bradford. Se 

Terey, Wittiam, Gent., Dadley Hill, Bradford, —- Taylor, 
Jeffery, & Little, Solicitors, 5, Piccadilly, Bradford. Sept. 1 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Tuespar, July 30, 1861. 


Beosiz & Co., Rangoon, Burmah. Frith v. Gladstone, V.C. Wood. Dec. 2. 
Emma, Widow, 44, Manchester-street, Manchester-square, Mid- 

x. Dampier v. Hussey, M.R. Nov. 4. 
Isleworth, Middlesex. Lack v, Lack, V.C. 


y: 
Macua®, Brome. & Co., » Moulmein, East Indies. Frith v. Gladstone, V.C. 


SattmargsH, Wittiam, Gent., formerly of Coleman-street, London, but 

- of James-street, Old-street, Middlesex. Saltmarsh v. Barrett, M.R. 
ov. 7. 

Vickery, ae Sheriff's Officer, Bristol. Lawrence v. Vickery, V.C. 
Stuart. Nov. |. 

Wuap.tate, ors Farmer, Scotterthorpe, soma Lincolnshire, Whap- 
late v. Whaplate, V.C. Kindersley. Nov. 6. 


Paipay, Aug. 2, 1861, 

Bixturre, fo, Shopkeeper, ew near Halifax, Yorkshire, 
Spencer v. Rigg, V. C. Stuart. Nov. 2 

Cussrt, Bensamix, Lessingham, Norfolk. Nickels». Wilkinson, V. C. 
Stuart. Nov. 2. 

Fraxkirn, Betsy, Widow, Innk ae ae Fore-street, Devonport. 
v. Franklyn, V.C. Stuart. Nov. 

Hicwam, Geonce, Gent., Fie soc Yorkshire. Higham v. Higham, 
V.C. Stuart. Nov. 8. 

Bickers, Joux Cusrrr, Lessingham, Norfolk. Nickels v. Wilkinson, 
V.C. Stuart. Nov. 2. 


Richarpson, Rosrat, Gent., Bishopwearmouth, Dorham. 
Wright, v.C. Kindersley. Nov. 4 


Franklyn 


Richardson v. 


Sewett, Wutiam, Furrier, snnedee of Gough-square, London, but late 








| HOLLINGSHEAD, EMMANUEL Papacetsus, 


Cc. Nov. 4 7 
Suspson, Henry Apams, Ironmonger, 11, Lower Marsh, Lambeth, my 
Hawkes v. Phillips, V. C. Stuart. Ni 
Sprunt, JamEs, Gent., Devonshire-place, Old Kent-road, Surrey, Speen, 
v. Sprunt, M.R. Nov. 4. > 
—— ora Innkeeper, Rochdale, Lancashire. Benson 9, Walker, 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors, 
TugsparY, July 30, 1861. 
ey Joun, Draper, Taunton. Sol. Walter, Paul-street, Test 
Daves, Henry Manufacturer, Tailor, and Dealer in 
othes, Baling alow. Bols. G@. & I. Anders, Ladtow, Jaye 


Moritz ORENsTEin, Jewellers, 25, tig, 
gate, London. Sol, Armstrong, 33, Old Jewry, London. si 


a » Grocer, Devonport. Sol, W relly 

Pn: James, Farmer, fay 4 Hall, Barrow, Cheshire. Sols. Harrison§ 
Ashton, Frodsham. 

ODELL, SUSANNA, widow, Y saddler, Woburn, Bedfordshire. Sol. Wright, 


8, New-inn, Strand, Middlesex. July 17. 
Painetz, WILLIAM STANLEY, Ironmonger, 62, Goswell-road, Middlesex, 


Sols. gj opincng sean meetin 6 5 ae mt Middlesex. jays. 
Stamper, WILLIAM Mason, Chemist and Druggist, King-street, Ul verston, 
Lancashire. Sol. 8. H. Jackson, Ulverston. July 10. 


Watsu, James, & Jonw Hiocrxs, Tobacco Manufacturers, Bradford, oh, 

Terry & Watson, Market-street, Bradford. July 12. be 
Faway, Aug. 2, 1861. 

Barrow, JAMES, et. Abridge, Essex. July 10. Sols. Crosley 

Burn, 34, Lombard-stree ‘ 
& N cuaten Fem, Manufacturers, Farnworth, Lancaster 

July 30. Sol. ceutbem. 3, York-street, Fountain-square, 

Fostex, Hensy, Baker & Innkeeper, Bridgwater, Somerset. July 4, § 
Carslake & Barham, 


July 29. Sols, Cooper & Sons, len Drape, fom 
4 7 so. atl 


Hout, PHiwir, Builder, Great Malvern, Worcester. July 29. 
Great Malvern. 

Moses, Henny, Picture Dealer, 7, St. Augustine’s-parade, Bristol. 7. 
Sol, Hippisley, 7, Nicholas-street, Bristol. 

Pataick, AtFgep, Leather Seller, Guildford, Surre: July 1. Bah, . 
Robinson, Nicholls, & Leatherdale, 14, Old Jewry Cham Chambers, 








ScRIVENER, GzorcE,. Provision Dealer, Lancashire. Sol. Marshal, 
4, King-street, W' July 22. 
StavucuTer, Caay, Farmer, and Fawke Howe, 
Seal, Kent. "Sol. G. Stenning, Tonbridge, Kent gale tb. “ 
Witson, THomas, Lab » rook, Dt . Sols, Hepple 
& Proud, Bishop ‘Auckland, ] Sanaa. July 4, : 4 
Bankruyls. 


TugspaY, July 30, 1861, 


Bacne, we Timber Dealer, i, Deihgnertie ree Com. Sanders: 
9, and Sep. 6, at 11; AS humors. 
Shiffnall, or Hodgson 


BANNISTER, Tuomas, eee alder, Hi aa ot 
ja tye Wi ham, Pet. Jul 
ames, , OF en, y 
CHAMBERLAIN, AbraHaM, Butcher and ae, 245, High- 
Exeter, and of Stoke Canon, Devonshire. Com. Andrews: Aug. 
oe ll,at 12; Exeter. Of. Ass. Hirtzel. Sol. Floud, Exeter. 
nvenes, A Artuaour, Saddler, and Collar and Harness Maker, Wall! 
nt hamshire, 
11, and Sep. 13, at 1; Basinghall-street. ty Ass. 
Harrison & Lewis, 6, Old Jewry, or oy ate ie. Pe. July 0. 
Se_man, James, Tailor, 20, Upper Baker- iouen 
sex. Com. Fane: Aug. 9, at ll, on te ty 13, at 11 eee 
tag hn any 
Suipway, James, RY Manper, Surveyors, vern, 
tershire. Com. Sanders: Aug. 9, and Sep. 6, at 11 Birminghan Wf 
Ass. Kinnear. Sols. Southall & Nelson, 
Stvyer, Henny, Grocer and Tea Dealer, 7 and 8, Grocdall-pie 
road, Surrey. Com. Fane: er he Sond rg 13, at 12; 
street. Of. Ass. Whitmore & Horn, 9, 
Lombard-street. Pet, July 27. 


Wacstarre, Tuomas, Cattle Salesman, Manor Grange Farm, Sheed 
Com, West . 17, and Sep. 21, vat 10; Sheffield. Pr. Ass. Brea 
Sols. Chambers & Waterhouse, 14, Bank-street, Pet, July U4. 


Fripay, Aug. 2, 1861. * 


ARMITAGE, James, Cheesemonger & Butterman, 29, Richard-street, Wool 
wich, Kent. Com. Fane: Aug. 12, at 11.30; and Sept. 20, at 11; Be 
aagmab-qieest, Of. Ass. Cannan. Sol, Mote, 33, Bucklersbury, Pa. 

uly 30. 


Baupock, Epwanp Cuaaies, Chemist & Druggist, 30, A ylesbury-stree, 
Clerkenwell, Middlesex. Com. Fane: Aug. 12, at ll; and Sept. 20, at 
1 ; Basinghali-street. oY. Ass, Cannan. Sol, Kisch, 8, Lancaster 
place, Strand, Pet. July 29 

EAunsiiaw, om, & Gronce Eannsuaw, Opens: Halifax, Yorkehire, Com. 
Wave ug. 19, and Sept. 16, at 11; Leeds. Of, se . Hope, Sols. 

vel, Philereck, & Foster, Halifax ; or Bond & wick, Leeds. P#. 


F "Gaeta Cheesem s 105, & 96, Charlwood- 
in gd be ty at tae 
Victualler. - Vek Ag 19s & Sept. 


Viemaer.” Gam Sake i390 Band 


duly 22, 
ier 1b at i; nena 


Gloucestershire. Com, Hill: Aug. 13, rr 
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WR, of. “, Ase Mile. Sols, Winterbotham, Bell & Co,, Cheltenham ies Live-Likz Eg Tetnace pase scope, ar taken dally, by 





Puce. Hosier, , Coan! 9, Crawley-street, Oakl 

ICE, » Crawley-; jey-squa 

a, Midleses. Com. Fane: Aug. 3, aan and ep. 30, at 13: 12; 
a Ass. Cannan jammon, 9, 

-lane. pet, July 24 

Wictiam, Hosier & Haberdasher, 3, aga cabana Bath. Com. 

: Ang. 13, and Sep. 9, at 11; Bristol. Of. Ass. Acraman. Sols. 

1, Frederick’s-place, Old Jewry, London ; or Edwards & Nalder, 


Pet. July 25. 

: Josere, Dealer, 8, Finsbury Pavement, London: Com. 
Goulburn: Aug. 13, and Sep. 9, at 1; Basinghali-street. Of". Ass. 
Pennell. Sols. Spyer & Son, 8, Broad-street-buildings, London. Pet 

i. 
Bde Jossrx, Jeweller, Cutler, and General Dealer, Market-place, 
Laton, Bedfordshire. Com. Fonblanque: Ang. 12, at 1, and Sept. 11, 
at 12; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. Stansfeld. Sols. 
Fleet-street, 
























BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Famwary, Aug. 26, 1861. 


Gages, Zou, & & pean Oates, Woollen Manufacturers, Dewsbury, York- 
y 29 











MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 
TourspayY, July 30, 1861. 
& Castes Greenstabe, Timber and Slate Merchants, 


jap, JOHN, 
“agra Somersetshire. Aug. 26, at 11; Exeter.—Bown:rca, 
oncs, Nurseryman 
at . 
Hants, Coal 








and Seedsman, Taunto: 







, THOMAS, 


JAMES, , Earl Soham, near Frémiinghens, Suffolk. Aug. 
at 11:30; Bas inghall-street.—Gnose, Nicnotas Mate, Wine and 
Merchant, hey emvty Cornwall. Aug. 26, at 11; Exeter.— 
,» PeTeR ALLAN, Bookseller and Stationer, High- street, Exe- 
, Aug. 26, at 11; Exeter —Haspis, Jostan, Coal Merchant, High 
Week, Devonshire. “aug. 26, at 11; Exeter. hawees, Joan, Printer, 
; Stationer, Sidmouth, Devonshire. Aug. 26, at bt Boa 
—Hickes, Gores, ‘Cotton Manufacturer, Portwood , 

Aug. 29, at 12; Manchester.—Howe, Cartes, Draer, Ply- 

‘Sep. 2, at 12.30; Plymouth. —Jones, Joun, Draper, Wrexham, 

ire. Aug. 12, at 12.30; Liverpool.—Knortr, Jonny, Draper, 
mga Kent. Aug. 20, at 12; ty street.— LaNcey, JOHN, 

Linen Draper, Barnsta) "Devonshire. Aug. 26, at 11; Exeter.— 

» JESSE, & Wittram Catiine, Shipping and Commission Agent, 
"s-place, » London. Aug. 20, at 12.30; hall- 

tet, "Same time, separate estate of William Catling. — Murrett, 




















errr 









Rosert, Farmer, Hedenham, Norfolk. Aug. 21, at 11; Basing- 
hall-street.—NickoLt, James, & Ronert Frazer Norra, Tallow Bro- 
a, Bishopsgate- street Within, London (Nickoll & North). Aug. 
| ee Same time, separate estate of James 
Same time, separate estate of Robert Frazer North .—Onmonp, 
Buyer and Letter of Threshing Machines for Hire, and Corn 
‘Th Hemington, Northamptonshire. Ang. 20, at 1!; Basinghall- 
? —Parnren, Francis, Attorney and Money Scrivener, Penzance, 
a, % . 27, at 11; Exeter.—Psarsoy, Tuomas, Merchant, 
Rig “St. dary, Devonshire. Sep. 2, at 12.30; Ply- 
WARD, & WILLIAM ARUNDEL Oatey, Ironfounders, 

iene. Aug. 27, at 11; Exeter. 
Edward Petter.—Powntne, ‘TRisTRAM, Grocer and Tea Dealer, 


a 5 


Same time; separate 





ey Aug. 27, at 11; Exeter.—Saiptey, Joan Geoncs, 

and Harness Maker, also joint Proprietor of the Sporting Life 

Aah Repent: ewspapers, and Sole Proprietor of the Court Circular, 179 & 

ae on street, Middlesex. Aug. 21, at 2.30; Basinghali-street.— 

Suorrer, Geonce, Sheep and Cattle Dealer, Midhurst, Sussex. Aug. 

31, at 12.30; Basinghall-street. Tatsor, Hoca, & Huan Poruam TaL- 

_ Bor, Sidmouth, Devonshire. A 27, at 11; Exeter.—Taom- 

10N, Janes, Joun THomson, & Samus. OODHOUSE, Manchester and 
Scotch Warehousemen, Birmingham. Sep. 6, at 11; Birmingham. 


Fripay, Aug, 2, 1861. 

Apps, Henny, WitL1aM Onions, & EpMuND iaere, Vinegar Manufactu- 
oe ee (Addis, Onions, & Co.) it. 29, at 11; Bristol. 
ttleton-upon-Severn, 
- ” Sept. 26, at 11; Bristol—Bexnon, Levi, Tailor & Draper, 

Bristol. Sept. 19, at 11; Bristol.—Burgn, Davin Laine, 
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Cabinet Maker and 
Bristol.—Gi.BErt, 
26, at 1.30; 

» Pot- 


hall-street. .» CHARLES, 
Upholsterer, windon, Wilts. ‘Sept. 19, at 11; 
Tamas, Ironfounder, ” St. Luke’s, Middlesex. Aug. 
one gua H- Witttas, jun., Nursery a 
terne-road, St. James, ane Wilts, Rg 20, at 11; ’Bris- 
tol.—Nicuoxson, Jonn, Cu and Leather Dealer, Liverpool. Aug. 
at 11; Liverpool.—NickoLt, Jamzs, and Roser FRasER Norra, 
rokere, op een eave London gy te & 
ug. 14, "at 1,30; -street.— PENBOSE JEOBGE, 
Eagles Bush Eskyn Collieries, near Neath, Glamorganshire, and of 
and Ynisarwed Collieries, Vale of Neath, yall 
morganshire, and Coke Merchant. t. 19, at li; Bristol. - 
fee feonh, and Epwarp oom, Mining Share 
— 26, at i 
cones 







See 
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rs, Old Broad-street, London. 
Deinghall-streoty separate estate of Charles Powell 
Cooke, cane tne time.—Smirn, gag ow by 
Middlesex. Av, a Besingiall’ 
end Chatets Porais Seas. 


Founders. Rochdale. 8 at 12; Manebester. 
150, Leadenhall-street, onan Union Aug. 26, at 
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Mr. Chappuis, 69, Fleet-street, 
Portraits of Lord Palmerston and other celebrities. Album or visiting 
card likenesses taken at 5s.; copies Is.,or 10 for 10s. Ste: 
7s. 64.; 2s. N.B. Previous appointment necessary. Children 
photographed by instantaneous process.—ADv. 

Tue CuILpRren’s PHoTocRaPneR.—Mr. Chappuis, 69, Fleet-street, is now 
working with his new instrument purposely constructed for taking instan- 

= portraits of children, &c. N.B. Previous appointment necessary 
—ADV, 

Way Burn Gas IN DAYTIME? Use Chappuis’ reflectors ; they diffuse da; 
light indark places. The patentee and manufacturer is Mr. Chappuis, 
69, Fleet-street.—Apbv. 








Valuable and Important Estate, containing about 225 acres, at Hednes- 
ford and Leacroft, in the parish of Cannock, Staffordshire ; including 
the celebrated Hotel, the “Cross Keys” at "Hednesford, Houses, and 
other buildings, in the village; and "Laude immediately in connection 
with and adjoining to the Hednesford New Colliery, the Mine- 
ral ae es and the Canal Baten rhe and gare now in course of for- 


the Birmingham 
po BE SOLD by “AUCTIO: th E. & C. ROBINS, 


gh tf the 2ist day of AU ‘UST next, at the SWAN 
HOTEL, WOLVERHAMPTON, at Four o'clock in the afternoon—the 
Valuable Estate, called “ The Cross Keys,” at Hednesford, the principal 
part whereof is Freehold, and a small portion Copyhold ; containing about 
225 Acres, including the “hotel, training stables, farm and other buildings, 
occupied by Mr. John Wilkins and others; also various houses, training 
stables, other buildings and lands in and about the village, and extending 
from the Cross Keys Hotel and Mr. Pigott’s Hednesford New Colliery, to 
the line of the Cannock Mineral Railway. 

The high road from Cannock to Rugeley passes through the estate. 

The recently constructed railways and canals have already advanced the 

hbourh occasii 


ood, and joned an extensive application of land for villa 
— ere purposes. Public works in contemplation will con- 
r 


The large quantity of coal raised on Cannock Chase,and particularly at 
Mr. Pigott’s Hednesford New Colliery, adjoining this property, clearly in- 
dicates the existence of mines in the estate, and experienced practical 
miners have reported them of unquestionable quality and great Prony 

The enclosure of the wastes now in progress will, as in the case of other 
parishes that have already been enclosed. most materially alter and im- 
prove the character and value of the district. 

The Estate will be first offered in one lot, but if not sold, will be imme- 
diately put up in about nine lots. 

Particulars, with plans and conditions of sale, will speedily be prepared, 
and may be procured from Messrs. BARKER, BOWKER, & PEAKE, Soli- 
citors, 1, Gray’s-inn-square, London; Mr. PEAKE, Land Agent, Ch 
Manor House, near Stafford; Mr. BAILEY, Mineral Agent, The Pleck, 
near Walsall ; at the Cross Keys at Hednesford ; the Swan Hotel, Wolver- 
hampton ; and from E. & C. ROBINS, Surveyors and Auctioneers, New- 
street, Birmingham. 


ee BE SOLD, pursuant to a Decree of the Hi 

Court of Chancery, made in the causes of EMERSON v. MA 
and EMERSON v. PEARCE, with the approbation of the Vice Chancellor 
Sir William Page Wood, the judge to whose Court these causes are 
attached, in Eight Lots, by Messrs. DRIVER, the persons appointed by 
the said judge, at the AUCTION MART, London, on WEDNESDAY, the 
2ist day of AUGUST, 1861, at ONE o’Clock precisely, the following 
FREEHOLD and COPYHOLD ESTATES, situate at St. Albans, in the 
county of Herts; Peldon and Barking Side, both in the county of Essex ; 
Arlington and Hellingly, and Hailsham, both in the county of Sussex ; 
the whole containing about 526 acres, and producing a rental of about 
£470 per annum. 

Lot 1. A Freehold Estate called Tittenhanger Farm (with a small part 
copyhold): containing about 203 acres of arable and pasture land, in the 
parishes of St. Peter and St. Stephen, in the liberty of St. Albans, and 
close to the village of London Colney, with residence and homestead and 
a cottage. The lot is of the estimated rental value of £200 per annum, 

ion of which may be had on completion of the purchase. 

Lot 2. A Copyhold Estate, called Pete Tye Farm, containing about 109 
acres of arable and pasture land, in the parish of Peldon, near Colchester, 
with farm house and suitable buildings, in the occupation of Mr. Benja- 
min Clark, at the rent of £100 per annum. 

Lot 3. A Freehold reel called Perryman's Farm, containing about 
28 acres of accommodation land, with house and out-buildings, situate 
near Bunting’s-bridge, in oe yer parish of Barking, Essex, and in the occu- 
pation of Mrs. Young, at the rent of £60 per annum. 

i... 4. A Freehold Estate, called Bowlers and Hagiye Farm (with small 

hold), containing about 137 acres of arable and pasture land, in 
the | porines of —s and mb gon 2 , Sussex, with farm house and suit- 
able ruildings, together wi tenements, let to and in the occu- 
pation of Mr. Robert wileht at the rent of £70 per annum, 

Lot 5. A Parcel of Freehold Grazing Marsh Land, containing 14 — 
in the parish and near the town of Hailsham, in the occupation of 
Robert Ayn ~< at the rent of £29 per annum. 

Lot 6. A Parcel of like Marsh Land, containing about 124 acres, situate 
in the parish and near the town of Hailsham, in the occupation of Mrs. 
Walker, at the rent of £23 per annum. 

Lot 7. A Parcel of like Marsh Land, containing about 13 acres, and ad- 
joining the last lot, in the occupation of Mr. Akers, at £25 17s. 6d. per 


— 

. A parcel of similar Marsh Land, containing abou acres, ad- 
joining: the last lot, and in the occupation of Mr, W. Hide, at 18 18 108. per 
annum. 

Printed particulars, with plans annexed, may be had on application of 
Mr. W. H. AWITHALL. Solicitor, 7, a — London, 8.W.: of 
Mr. JOHN CHAPPLE, Solicitor, No. 19, Great Carter-lane, Doctors’- 
cme. London; of Mr. T, SMITH, Solicitor, No. 15, Furnival’s-ina, 
London ; of Messrs. TAYLOR & HOARE, Solicitors, No. 28, Great James- 
street, Bedford -row, London; Mr. H. DAIN, Solicitor, 12, Parliament- 
street, London, 8.W.; of Mr. H. H. MASON, at Robinson's Estate Office, 





Surrey; and No. 17, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London; at the 
aoe tune ta neighbourhood of of the ; at the Mart, near 
Bank of England; and of Messrs. DRIVER, Surveyors, Land Agents, 


and Auctioneers, 5, Whitehall, London, S,W. 
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NORTH WALES, nearly opposite BARMOUTH. 
Valuable and beantiful property called the Arthog Hill Estate. 


fea: BE SOLD by AUCTION, by Messrs, CHUREON, 
at the GORS-Y-GE-DOL ARMS HOTEL, in the County of 
neth, on SATURDAY, the 24th day of AUGUST. —— Two elec ~ 
the afternoon, the, above desirable FRERROLD Ee » containing 
340a. 3r. of land, or thereabouts, in Lot Gnetnding "the veral 
farms mé underneath), but if not so sold the estate will be 
in the following or such other lots as may be agreed on at the time of sale, 
and solders to conditions to be then produced. 
The Arthog Hill Mansion, with the gardens, lodges, 

conltieiil, farm buildings, private chapel, quay woods, arable enter ‘and pas- 
ture land, sheep walks, vedo cottages, and appurtenances, and four 
farms, respectively called Buarth-will, Tyn-y-graig, Plas-y-Bugail, and 
Duishasovaden with a water corn mill, containing together 250a. Or. 21p. 
or 

Lot 2. De iain clic tikes eck Lilanwy4dd, with several closes 
of land and sheep walks, called Pesta 4 aia held 

r. or 
3 3, called Pantre-yn-erw and Trawsdir, with the 

respective lands nse containing together 23a. Lr. 8p. or thereabouts. 
Lot 4. An excellent and roomy messuage or dwelling-house, pleasantly 
<— with coach house, stable, shippon, and walled garden, containing 


3r. 
the Mansion, built in the castellated eck of architecture, stands 
on the side of a hill overlooking the estuary of the river” Mawddach, two 
miles from Barmouth, and six from Dolgelly ; commands a charming Soman 
of the finest scenery in the principality, a1 is approached ores 
drives from the Dolgelly and To turnpike road, which intersects 
estate. It has a good entrance hall, entertaining food supa 
domestic offices, and eleven bed rooms, The lag ia and bag ae 
tastefully arranged and planted, the land occupied With the faaptston 
drained, and the cottages well tenanted. The woods are of fine ornanien- 
tal Jarch and oak timber; and a trout stream bounds the property, —. 
ing a ravine and waterfalls, noted for their romantic beanty. "Phe farm 
are well tenanted. A railway confected with the main Tines will “4 
be completed to Machynlleth, twenty miles distant. ‘The Mid-Wales Rail- 
way is to come near the estate, and the Aberystwith and Welsh 
Coast line to pass through part of the land, with a station near thereto. 
Lithographic plans, with Brac tna by J be had at the principal hotels 
in North Wales, fourteen days before the sale, and with furthér 
tion, from Mr. FOWDEN, Rolicitor, Altrincham, Cheshire; Mr. JOHN 
WORTHINGTON, Solicitor, Cheadle, near Manchester ; rs. BOWER, 
SON, & COTTON, 46, Chancery-lane, a or from orl CHUR- 
TON, Auctioneers, Chester and Whitchurch 


HANTS, near PETERSFIELD. 


ESSRS. BROOKS & BEAL are instructed to 
SELL, by Private Contract, a desirable FREEHOLD ESTATE ; 
comprising a noble mansion, having three reception rooms, 10 bed rooms, 
all offices ; double coach-honse, six and three stall stables, and surrounded 
by pleasure grounds, garden, shrubberies, and an American garden of 
rhododendrons; a good kitchen garden walled in, and about 120 acres of 
prime meadow and other land. 


For price, &c., apply to BROOKS & BEAL, Land Agents, 209, Pkobiece ak 








FIRST-CLASS INVESTMENT.—FREEHOLD DOMAIN, ADVOWSON, 
y ANORS. 


N 


ESSRS. BROOKS & BEAL are instructed to 
SELL a splendid MANORIAL ESTATE and noble MANSION, 
seated in one of the best western counties. The whole estate comprises 
about 6,000 acres, with excellent farm residences and homesteads, houses 
and cottages. The property is most compact and valuable, hill and valley, 
wood and river. Let to highly respectable and responsible tenants at 
moderate rents; isin a fair state of cultivation; uniting in the possessor 
considerable county and borough, Parliamentary, and local influence, and 
yielding an ample income. 
Estate and Apctign Offices, 209, Plecadilly, Ww. 


gale ecaeeegtonien crak a, 


ESSRS. BROOKS & BEAL have for SALE, the 
i LEASE of an elegant VILLA, at a ground rent of £70 per annum. 
The grounds (three lawns) and gardens are beautifully laid out. 


For detaiied particula’ rs of accommodation apply at their offices, 209, 
‘ 7s We fo. ade re. ) 


‘HERTS. 


AA ESSRS. BROOKS & BEAL have to SELL a 
a! FREEHOLD ESTATE; comprising a modern-built residence, of 
handsome elevation, surrounded by 40 acres of land, laid out in pleasure 
Pity mi kitchen garden, ye arable and grass fields; it is adapted 

nd within two honrs’ journey fiom London. 
It it has coach-houses and sealed, and farm buildings; the whole in good 
order. Purchase £5,500. 


Estate and Auction Offices, No. 209, Piccadilly, W. 





(Fo, 260, R 3). 


INVESTMENTS. 


ESSRS. SEOUES & BEAL have for SALE, 

parately, FIFTEEN FREEHOLD (or Leasehold) 

COTTAGE VIL LAS, at Wandsworth, cn the borders of Wimbledon-park ; 
each let at £20 per annum. 


To treat, apply ed thelr ens, 209, Pieeadilly, W. 


CAVENDISH- PL ACE, CAVENDISH-SQUARE, 


Te. BE LET, unfurnished, or the-Lease to be Sold, 


of an excellent RESIDENCE, in thorough r , very light and 
in front or rear. Jt contains good reception 
roons ord five bed rooms, couvenious often, elti-an well-placed closets, 


Peon” & BEAL, Ystate Agents and Auctioneers, 209, Plecadilly, W. 
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HANTS. 


mmOogs & BEAL, Estate Agents and Auctioneers, 209, feast ¥. 
(Fo. 196.) 


(PHOSE WHO ARE ABOUT TO FURNISH 
should visit G. I. THOMPSON’S extensive Stock of 
mongeryy Plate, ‘Fenders, Fire-Irons,-Japan and on. 
Maché Trays, Baths, Toilette Furniture, Gas Chandeliers, Moderator 
Lamps. All articles marked in plain figures. t 
THOMPSON’S Electro Silver Spoons, 36s. ; Forks, 34s. dozen. 
THOMPSON'S Ivory Balance Table Knives, 16s., 22s., 28s. dozen. 
25, FINSBURY- PAVEMENT, LONDON, E.C. 
Carriage paid to Railway Stations. Send for a Furnishing List, 
IMPORTER OF PURE COLZA OIL. 


ICTURE FRAMES.—Cheap and Good Gilt i 
for Oil Pair 2 4 MS 34, 4 inches wide, 20s. Ornamental Fray 
149 7 16,42. each. The Art Union Prin’ tis: 
Neat gilt frames, for the Mustrat 








at the lowest ihegs. 
8, 6d. Poa Gilt Room Bordering at 4s. per yard. Oil p 
nd restored ; old frames re-gilt equal to new. 7 
gilt and fancy wood moulititg 
Pp . per dozen, Neat Gilt Frames, 17 by 
with "glass complete, 1s. 64. ‘fach, CHARLES REES, Carver, Gi 
Mount hares and Print nolan 36, Holborn, epee Chahesry-lglie™ 


AS Goop AS GOLD. 


ATCH CHAINS and every kind of Jewel 
double-coated, with pure gold, and impossible to be wee 

gold Jewellery, though only one-tenth its cost. Made in 

patterns by workmen nsed to solid gold work. Unequalled for sear 

trated circulars post free for a stamp. 


Henry Escorr & foie 1, Fisher-street, Red Lion-square, London, Wi, 


A LBION SNELL, Watchmaker and Towelicn te 

removed to his New Premises, 114, High Holborn, seven 
east of King-street, where he respectfully solicits an inspection of his he 
and well-selected stock. 











—— 


EYZOR and BENDON’S TWO GUINEA B 
OCULAR FIELD or SPERA GLASS sent car free, on 
ceipt of post-office order, to any part of the United dom, 
extraordinary power of this instrament renders it adapted to answer 
combined purposes of telescope and opera glass. It will define 
distinctly at ten miles distance; is suitable for the theatre, race 
sportsmen, tourists, and general out-door observations, Only to 
tained of KEYZOR and BENDON (successors to Harris and on), 
cians, 50, High Holborn, London, W.C 
Illustrated Price List of Optical and Mathematical Instruments free, 
receipt of two stamps. 


AMPTULICON or PATENT INDIA-RUBBER 
AND CORK FLOORCLOTH. Warm, noiseless, and impervious 

to damp, as supplied to the Houses of Parliament, British Musemm, 
)e nena Castle, Buckingham Palace, and numerous public and private 


ces, 
F. G. PRESTRAIL & Co., 19 & 20, Walbrook, London, E.C. 
Manufactory—South London Works, Lambeth. 


orc 


ODELS of SHIPS. or : BOATS made to Seale 





made to order, 
W. STEPHENS, the Model om No. 


23, Trinity-square, Tower- 
hill, near Barking Churehyard, E 





Goo youn GLOUCESTER CIHEESE, 
d. and 74d. per Ib. 
FINE LARGE CHEESE, baad fot 1 cwt. cach, 8d, per Ib. © 
RIPE STILTON, 10d, and Is. pexb. The Connoisseur’s Delight, 158, 
SMALL BREAKFAST TONGUES, 3s. 64. the half-dozen. 


SMOKED OX TONGUES, 2s. 34. each, or three for 6s. 64. 
FINE HAMS, 74d. and 84, per Ib. 


OSBORNE’S PEAT-SMOKED BREAKFAST BACON js now in & 
cellent eure. 

BUTTER in perfection, at reasonable rates, 

A saving of 15 per cent. is effected by the purchaser at this establishme? 
on all first-class provisions, Puckuges gratis, 


fe ese CHEESE WAREHOUSE, 
OSBORNE bine mg ATE-HI 
Pat's, Yeo pe 
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‘ of their trade-marks, The expectations of country 
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Wecannot notice any communication unless accompanied by the 
name and address of the writer. 


#,* Any error or delay occurring in the transmission of this 
Journal should be immediately communicated to the Publisher 











THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 
ins teadileieies 
LONDON, AUGUST 10, 1861. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 


At the approaching meeting of the National Associ- 
ation for the Promotion of Social Science, which will 
be held at Dublin on the 14th to the 21st, the following 

pers will be read in the department of jurispru- 

lence :— 

James Wuetan.— Jurisprudence and the amend- 
ment of the law. 

Epwarp Wesster.—Adaptation of the law to social 

in the matter of liberty of opinion, in connec- 
tion with the 13 Eliz. c. 12, and the 13 & 14 Charles 2, 
e. 4, — called the Act of Uniformity. 

J. Naprer Hieains.—The machinery of legislation. 

Right Hon. James Wuitesmr, M.P.—Criminal law 
amendment. 

Artuur Symonps.—On the appropriate and adequate 
constitution of judicial tribunals, and the institution of 
the judiciary over them. 

Baron Hortzenporr.— On public prosecutions in 


Isaac J. Murruy.— Suggestions for the improve- 
ment of the working of the grand jury system in Ire- 
land, and its extension to Enfyland. 

Right Honourable James Wuirestpzr, M.P.— The 
Landed Estates Court Act. 

Epwarp Wenrster.—On the establishment in the 
metropolis primarily, and afterwards in the provinces, 
of a land registration court for the voluntary registra- 
tion of titles to freehold land in England and Wales, 
forthe purposes of sale and mortgage. 

Davip M’Cussin.—Ought the management of bank- 
rupts’ estates to be placed in the hands of official assig- 
nees appointed by the Government, or assignees or 
trustees nominated by the creditors? 

Davip Gurren —Ths necessity for a law to compel 
every trader to make an annual balance under pain of 
imprisonment. 

. C. Smrru.—The Scotch Marriage law. 

Dr. Wappitove.—The Law of Marriage and Divorce 

4 _ present existing in England, Ireland, and Scot 


W. H. Morris.—The Marriage Law of the Empire. 
- oo —_— ~— 


LEGISLATION OF THE SESSION, 


The Session of Parliament which came to a close last 
Tuesday, is in one t, and that a very disagreeable 
one, the most instructive in the history of a legis- 
lation. It commenced at a time remarkable for the 
freedom of Parliament from all external pressure, and 
the absence of almost every topic of exciting interest. 
Tt was heralded as the Session par excellence of domestic 
Improvement, and in particular of law amendment. 
Measures affecting the administration of our la® in 
various departments, some of them of great impor- 
tance, were stated to have been prepared with the ut- 
most care and labour by the law advisers of the Crown; 
and sensible people throughout the country were re- 
joiced by the prospects of considerable legal reform 
during the general subsidence of political agitation. The 
mercantile classes were promised great things in the 
way of a new mt on Hg and tribunal, and also a 
less extensive but somewhat important measure for the 
protection of manufacturers against the dishonest use 








gentlemen were excited by the pledge of Ministers to 
introduce again the Bill for the better management of 
Highways, and to save it from the fate which formerly at- 
tended it. Artists, literary men, and publishers, received 
an early promise of a measure for the protection of 
artistic copyright. They were told that before the 
Exhibition of 1862, they would be placed upon as good 
a footing as foreigners, and that it should no longer be 
said, with truth, that there was no adequate law in this 
country for the protection of copyright in works of 
fine art. The general public not less than lawyers 
were delighted by glowing pictures of a new Palace of 
Justice, all the arrangements for which it was said had 
been well considered, and were fully completed. The 
Criminal Law Consolidation Bills, which had figured in 
so many ministerial programmes, of course, were not 
forgotten ; nor was the well-sounding phrase of Statute 
Law Revision left uninvoked. We say nothing of the 
grand scheme of registration for facilitating land trans- 
fer, about which so many notices have fgureh from 
time to time, for some sessions past, and which the late 
Attorney-General promised to explain to the House, at 
all events before last Easter. Neither do we now refer 
to many other less important Bills, which were either 
promised by the Government and never produced, or 
if produced have not been enacted; nor to such Bills 
as Mr. M‘Mahon’s County Courts Code, Mr. Hodg- 
kinson’s Fictitious Defences Bill, or, indeed, any 
of those to which we are, or were to have been, 
indebted to independent members of Parliament. 
Our object in thus contrasting the promises and per- 
formances of Ministers, is in order to call attention 
to the unfitness of the present machinery for legisla- 
tion in this country. Whatever doubts might have ex- 
isted upon this subject, must be by this time expelled 
from the minds of sceptics. 

In the first place, notwithstanding reams of print 
in blue books about the drawing of Parliamentary Bills, 
insuring uniformity in their arrangement and form, and 

meral revision of our statute book, the Bank 

ill of the past session was admitted on all hands to be 
a rare specimen of awkward drawing—abounding in 
unskilful and loose phraseology, unscientific in its plan, 
and having little regard to the existing state of the 
statute book. It had, moreover, the radical defect of 
effecting extensive repeals of former Acts of Parliament 
in a fragmentary manner, and by way of reference or 
implication. For instance, it repeals expressly a num- 
ber of clauses in the Bankruptcy Consolidation Act, 
(12 & 13 Vict. c. 106), and also “such other parts 
of the said Act as may be inconsistent with the 
present Act.” This Bill was brought forward by the 
Attorney-General in the House of Commons, and a few 
days afterwards the Lord Chancellor, in the House of 
Lords, when introducing the Statute Law Revision 
Bill, attributed the wretched confusion which now dis- 
graces our statuté book to the “vicious mode” of 
repealing statutes, “not expressly, but by simply 
enacting that all statutes inconsistent with the particular 
Act should be repealed.” “The difficulty,” said his 
lordship, “was to a what ee were inconsistent 
with it.” Accordingly, as might have been —— a 
very unseemly discussion took place in the House of 
Lords, when the Bill was last under consideration there, 
between Lord Westbury its avowed author and Lord 
Cranworth, who flatly contradicted one another as to 
the effect which the Act would have on the jurisdiction 
in bankruptcy of the Lords Justices, a point intimately 
involved in the question of eo repeal. Are we 
not justified, then, in saying that even Government 
Bills are prepared without any regard to uniformity 
or scientific arrangement? We have already said 
so much in this Teantal: on this subject, that we 
need not further advert to it here. More than twenty 

ears ago, Mr. Arthur Symonds, and more recently, 
Mr. Coode, so clearly pointed out the defects in our 
system of Parliamentary drawing, and gave such 





ball 
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practical suggestions for its reform, that the law ad- 

sae of the Crown are aval mitnent i for 
eir persistence in the present haphazard and un- 

methodical procedure. 

. . But the defects of our machinery of legislation are 

Wy no means confined to the manner of preparing Bills. 

very session the passing of any Law Bill, however 
useful its provisions may be, and however little opposi- 
tion it may have to encounter, is becoming more and 
more uncertain. ‘The recent Trade Marks Bill is 
@-monstrous instance in point. Parliament had 
assembled only a day or two when the President 
of the Board of ‘Trade promised that the Bill 
would shortly be presented to Parliament ; and so it 
was. It passed the House of Lords early in March, 
and by the 15th of April had reached a second reading 
in the House of Commons. The 22nd was fixed for 
going into committee upon it. This, however, was 
never accomplished, although the Bill was in the paper 
for this pepe not less than 18 times during the 
months of April, May, June, and July. The Bill was 
originally prepared at the entreaty of numerous 
chambers of commerce, and other important bodies ; and 
this is the second session in which there has been a 
failure in passing it, owing to the obstructiveness of the 
House of Commons, or rather to the inefficiency of its 
machinery for dealing with such measures. The Govern- 
ment Highways Bill also belongs to this class. Having 
at the commencement of the last two sessions bid 
fair for success, it found itself at the conclusion of 
each in the limbo of the waste-paper office. Is it 
not possible to induce the House of Commons to de- 
vote a reasonable share of its time to the business of 

islation, and to give up for this purpose its nauseous 
privilege of unlimited speech-making? One hour any 
night might have disposed of the Trade Marks Bill; 
and yet this could not be obtained in a session remark- 
able beyond most others for the small amount of work 
actually accomplished, although on more than one of 
the nights on which the Bill was down for committee, 
some spouter counted out the House. 

The Bills providing for the erection of new courts 
and offices present the existing system of bungling in 
yet another and somewhat novel light. These Bills 
emanated from the Government itself, and resulted 
from elaborate and careful enquiries instituted by a 
Royal Commission appointed for the " ey 
were announced as being of scarcely less importance 
than the Bankru Bill itself, and the “ Site Bill” 
was pressed thro the House of Commons with as 
much force as Mr. Cowper could bring to the task. At 
the last moment, however—+so late as the 16th of July, 
after the select committee of the House of Commons 
had closed its sittings, and made its report—the Lords 
of the Treasury issued a “minute,” the professed 
object of which was to apprise Parliament and the 
public of the extent of liability to which the public 
revenues might be subject, if the Government scheme 
should be carried into effect, The result of the Treasury 
ealeulations goes to show that in the opinion of the 
Treasury the new palace of justice will cost half a million 
more than the sum estimated by the Royal Commis- 
sioners, oh whose report the Government itself framed its 
Bills. We may say in passing that the figures 
contained in the minute are purely 
conjectural, and that this document has been ably 

t with in some remarks of the Incorporated 
Law Society, which we hope to publish next week. 
We now advert to the subject only as another illus- 
tration of the manner in which important measures 
deeply affecting the administration of justice in this 
country are launched by the Government. 

It may be said, however, that the session has at 
all events ¢ ananee a Criminal , or a set of Con- 
solidation which, taken together, may almost be 
entitled to the me that appellation. No doubt, 
several important Bills for the consolidation of the 





criminal law have been passed; but, in truth, the 
history of these productions furnishes no room for 
boasting as to the manner in which such work is accom. 
plished in this country. It is now many years since 
to Mr. Lonsdale was committed the task of preparing a 
series of Bills which, if taken together, might be accepted 
as a consolidation of the criminal law of England. Un. 
happily, however, the work was commenced and carried 
on, and has been completed with the least possible 
regard to well-considered principles, or tomethod. The 
Bills which originally came from the hands of Mr, 
Lonsdale and his colleagues, were submitted to the 
revision of the late Chief Justice Jervis, Mr. Greaves, 
and others, and in 1856 were introduced into the House 
of Lords by Lord Cranworth. Every succeeding set of 
law officers of the Crown have seized upon these same 
Bills as an important item of political capital, and Mr, 
Bellenden Ker and his nominees preyed upon them for 
years. We need not be afraid of stating that they haye 
been made the excuse for a very large and useless waste 
of public money, and did great injury to the cause of 
statute law reformation by keeping alive that organised 
hypocrisy—the late Statute Law Commission. Such 
have been the indirect disadvantages resulting from 
these criminal law Bills. Any account of the defects 
inherent in the Bills themselves, in the manner of their 
preparation, and the want of method characterisi 

them from their inception to the time of their becoming 
law, would be necessarily too large an undertaking for 


-us at present. We may mention, however, that at the 


close gf the session of 1857, these same Bills after having 
passed through the hands of Sir John Jervis and Mr. 
Greaves, and subsequently of the Statute Law Commis. 
sion, were hurried through the House of Lords with aspeed 
that caused universal svirprise, as soon as it was dis- 
covered in the House of Commons that the Bills were 
far from being a mere consolidation of existing law—as 
was represented in the Upper House—and were more- 
over disfigured by not a few startling blunders. For 
instance, although the Bills appointed punishments 
for offences, pn failed to repeal existing enatt- 
ments against them. A similar fate befel these Bills in 
the two succeeding sessions, being brought in at the 
close of each only for the sake of appearances, and not 
with the view to actual legislation. It was felt that 
they could not be proposed to Parliament as measures 
of pure’ and simple consolidation, and that so far as 
they pretended to be amendments of the law, their 
accuracy or their authority could not be relied upon. 
But early in the session of 1860, after a considerabl 
reac f expenditure of money upon these bela’ 
tn oa and much retouching, they were again 
rought forward with the further pretensions of an 
assimilation of the criminal law of Ireland to that of 
England, and also of some substantial improvements in 
both. The former blunder was moreover attempted to 
be remedied by a repealing Act whieh at the time we 
showed to have been by uo means free from mistakes. 
We also pointed out some puzzling and unmeaning 
alterations in the existing law, which caused 


doubt in the minds of lawyers, and also in the mitd of ' 


Parliament, about accepting the Bills without goi 
through the whole of them clause by clause, which was 
obviously impossible. After much and very reasonable 
reluctance, however, and finally amid great haste and 
pressure, they have been admitted upon the statute book 
—-an event, let us hope, which may prove to be for the 
best. But so far from these Bills being the subject of 
gratulation, we must insist that they afford the 
strongest possible proof of the necessity, if not 
of a department of justice, at least of some 
suitable agency for the accomplishment of such work. 
The foregoing observations yelate to such Bills 


as specially affect the administration of justice and are 
in to Parliament by responsible advisers of the 


Crown, It is, of course, very’ desirable that every 
statute should conform to well-considered rules, as to 
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the arrangement of its subject matter, its mode of ex- 
ion, and its relation to existing law. But it were 
obviously premature to expect this so long as important 
Government Bills, which are intended to create new 
farisdictions, and to lay down explicit rules for their 
rection, or to make serious alterations in the principles 
of our system of jurisprudence, are, both in their con- 
eption and progress, characterised by such defects and 
misfortunes as we have mentioned. The first step 
towards improvement, therefore, must be in the case of 
Government Bills; and the time has certainly come 
when it ought to be no longer possible for the Attoerney- 
General to present a Bill to the House of Commons, 
framed in a manner which comes within the severest 
reprobation af the Lord Chancellor in the House of 
Lords—as in the case of the recent Bankruptcy Bill. If 
ever there is to be anything like science in the com- 
ition of our statute-book ought it not to commence 
ie that we are attempting its revision and reforma- 
Yon? Of what use is consolidation if we proceed to 
accumulate fresh heaps of lumber which will speedily 
Bl for assortment or removal? But while the same 
Jaw officers who deplore the “ vicious system ” of repeal 
by implication, and make it the apology for asking Par- 
; t to accept upon trust an Act to repeal expressl 
multitude of enactments already impliedly repealed, 
introduce an important Bill tainted with the self-same 
‘Vide, What hope is there of any consistent effort at im- 
provement in the manner of legislation ? 

Various measures have been proposed for the remedy 
of some of the evils to which we have referred. Amongst 
gthers it has been suggested that an officer and staff 

ld be appointed by both Houses of Parliament for 
the revision of all public Bills; and that it should be 
the duty of such official to “ advise on the legal effect of 
every Bill; and, in particular, on the existing state of 
the law affected by a proposed Bill, its language and 
structure,” &c. Mr. Coode, in his evidence before the 
select committee of 1857, was of opinion that a “ mere 

vising clerk” would be sufficient for this purpose. 
Rete: have also been thrown out for the formation 
fe Parliamentary board, whose special duty it would 
be to-attend to the process of law making. There 
thas been no lack of propositions which are to be found 
‘®t length in numerous blue books, to which we must be 
content to refer our readers for further information. 
All that we now have to say is that it is unfortunately 
too clear that the utmost need exists for the adoption of 
some plan which will save our statute book from utter 
eonfusion, and facilitate the passing of such law Bills 
as are admitted on all hands to be useful, and which are 
now prevented from becoming law by the unsuit- 
tbleness of the machinery of Parliament for the existing 


‘tigencies of legislation. 


ws 
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The Courts, Appointments, Promotions, 
Vaconcies, &e. 


SUMMER ASSIZES. 


CHESTER CIRCUIT.—CuesteEr. 
Aug. 3.—Mr. Justice Crompton opened the commission in 
this city to day. The cause list contained an entry of thirteen 
causes, two of which were marked for special juries. 








NORTHERN CIRCUIT.—Caruistz, 


Aug. 2.—The commission was opened in this city to-day. 
@he cause list contained an entry of 6 causes, 





NORTH WALES CIRCUIT..—MoLp. 
Aug. 1.—Mr, Baron Bramwell opened the commission in this 


- town this morning. 


——— 





- OXFORD CIRCUIT.—Mowymovrna. 
Aug. 3.—Mr, Justice Hill and Mr. Justice Keating opened 
the commission in this town to-day. The cause list contained 
an etitry of four causes. 





Mr. Robert Taylor Campion, of Exeter, has been appointed 
a perpetual commissioner for taking the acknowledgments of 
deeds by married women in and for the county ot Devon, also 
in and for the city and county of the city of Exeter. 


-_—— > 


Parliament and Legislation. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, August 6. 
THE ProroGaTION. 
Parliament was this day prorogued by royal commission. 


The following Bills received the royal assent:— 
CopyRicut oF Designs BILL. 
East Inpia (Hich Courts oF JUDICATURE) BILL. 
Satmon Fisueries Bi. 

WILLs OF PERSoNALTY OF BritisH Supsects BrLx, 
Sratote Law Revision Brow 
BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY BILL, 
ACCESSORIES AND ABETTORS BIL. 

CRIMINAL STATUTES REPEAL BIxx. 
LARCENY, &c., BIL. 
CornaGe OFFENCES BILL. 
OFFENCES AGAINST THE Person BILL, 
Srame Douries on Propares, &c, BY. 
WILLS 4b Domicrt Or British Supsects ABROAD Bizz. 
Votunreers’ Torx Exemption Braz. 


ey See 
_ 





Recent Mecisions. 
COMMON LAW. 
STaTuTE oF FRAvpDSs, SECT. 17—W Hat ConstiTuTEs 
ACCEPTANCE AND REcEIPT oF Goons. 


Cusack v. Robinson, Q. B., 9 W. R. 735. 


This is a case of some interest to the commercial world, 
affording as it does, a fresh and practical reading on one of the 
clauses of that much yexed Act, the Statute of Frauds. One 
of its provisions (29 Car. 2, c. 3, s. 17) requires that on a sale 
of goods for the price of £10 and upwards, there must be, in 
order to bind the buyer, an acceptance by him of part of the 
goods, and an actual receiving of the same; and all those 
cases in which there is no earnest given, nor any part payment 
made, nor any such note or memorandum in writing of the 
bargain as the statute specifies. Now, a good deal of the hiti- 
gation arising on this Act has turned upon the question.of 
what constitutes such an acceptance of the goods sold as will 
satisfy the statute, as to which it is to be observed primarily, 
that it is clear that every acceptance supposes a previous de- 
livery in law, though (as shown by the present case) not neces- 
sarily a previous receipt in fact by the purchaser. The dis- 
pute for the most part arises where the delivery has been to a 
third party, as to a carrier or wharfinger, _ Here the acceptance 
and receipt by the purchaser will depend, first, on whether 
such third party was or was not his agent. for 
the purpose; and secondly on whether he had an 
opportunity before delivery of inspecting the goods. 
Thus in the present case, the defendant had verbally bought 
certain specific casks of butter, at Liverpool, and had written 
on a card, with his name and address thereon, that that 
number of casks were to be delivered at a certain wharf in 
London, which had been used by the defendant as a temporary 
warehouse for many years, But afterwards not approving of 
the butter delivered, he repudiated the bargain, and relied upon 
the defence that there was no receipt and acceptance by him 
under the circumstances, nor was there any memorandum note 
or memorandem of the contract in writing as required by the 
statute. The dispute was ultimately determined by the Court 
against him, on the ground, chiefly, that he had had an oppor- 
tunity of inspecting, and did in fact select, the casks delivered, 
and that consequently he was not entitled for the first time to 
inspect them.after they had been delivered, and then, if he 
pleased, to refuse acceptance. It was true that the wharfinger, 


though named by him as the party to whom the goods were to 
be delivered, might not have had his authority.to aceept the 
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goods, but under the circumstances of the case the “ accept- 
ance” rendered requisite by the statute had in fact taken place 
when the casks were selected and bought by him at Liverpool. 
For there may well be, said the Court, an acceptance before re- 
ceipt; neither is it necessary, under the statute, that the former 
should follow, or be contemporaneous with the latter. It may 
be remarked that this selection of the specific casks intended to 
be bought by the defendant distinguishes his position very 
materially from that of the defendant, in another case, some- 
what similar to the present, which has been recently published 
in the Queen’s Bench reports. The case referred to is that of 
Nicholson vy. Bower (Ell. & Ell. p. 172), in which the defend- 
ant was held not to have “accepted” some wheat which, having 
bought by a written order to a country house, he had directed 
to be, and which was in fact, delivered at a certain warehouse 
in London for him, not having before had an opportunity of 
seeing the goods purchased, he was held entitled to inspect them 
previously to his accepting them; and until he had done so, 
or waived the right, no binding contract between himself and 
the owner arose, 


Law or InsoLvency—INAcCURACY IN SCHEDULE—WHEN 
: NoT MENTIONED. 


Romilio v. Halahan, Q. B., 9 W. R. 737. 


The law requires that an insolvent who would be relieved 
from his liability in respect of any debt, must truly and 
properly describe it in his schedule. But the only object of 
this is, that his creditors should have due notice of his applica- 
tion; and therefore the true question in cases of a misdescrip- 
tion in the schedule, either of the insolvent himself or of the 
debt, always is, whether the schedule contains a description 
sufficient to have excited the attention of the creditor if he had 
read it, or whether it is intended or calculated to mislead him. 
Hence mistakes which could not have such effect, or which 
clearly did not originate in such intention, have been uniformly 
held immaterial; and in the case on which the present one 
was decided (Nias v. Nicholson, 2 C. & P. 120), where the 
insolvent was sued on a bill of exchange which he had 
accepted, and which was drawn by one M., and who had in- 
serted in his schedule that he owed the plaintiff a bill to the 
same amount which he had drawn, and which had been accepted 
by M., Lord Tenterden left it to the jury to say whether the 
bill described in the schedule was meant to designate the one 
on which the action was brought, and if so, whether the mis- 
description was or was not intended to deceive; and as they 
answered the first question in the affirmative and the second in 
the negative, the verdict was entered for the defendant. No 
attempt appears to have been afterwards made to disturb this 
verdict in the court in banc, and therefore this ruling, until 
the present case, has depended only on the opinion of a single 
jadge; but it has now been expressly recognised and approved 
by the Court of Queen’s Bench. The very same mistake 

, singularly enough, to have been made by the insolvent; 
and the Court held it to be immaterial, on the authority of 
Nuas v. Nicholson, which the Chief Justice remarked, “ has 
always been considered by the profession to be sound law.” 


Lrapinity or Acent—Money Paip By MISTAKE. 
Holland vy. Russell, Q. B., 9 W. KR. 737. 


There are some nice questions on the law of agency with 
reference to the personal liability of an agent for money paid 
to him, by mistake, for the use of his principal. The general, 
and obviously just, rule as laid down in Coz v. Prentice, (3 
M. & S. 344), is that he can not be sued if he has before no- 
tice of the adverse claim, paid over the money to his principal, 
provided always that the payment were made to the agent that 
the money might be paid over by him, and that such payment 
was legal; for it may be that the agent is in the position of a 
stake-holder, or an auctioneer (see Burrough v. Skinner, 5 
Burr. 2639), or he may have received the money wrongfully, 
as did the defendant in Snowdon vy. Davis, (1 Taunt. 359), 
where being a bailiff who had received money in excess of his 
anthority, he was held not to have exonerated himself by a 
payment over to the sheriff. In the present case a sum of 
mmey had been paid to the defendant as agent for a foreign 





company, by way of contribution to a ship insurance, which, | 


at the time of insurance, had been wrecked to the knowledge 
of the defendant, though not of the plaintiff. This conceal. 
ment, however, was decided by a jury not to be fraudulent on 
the part of the defendant, though it vitiated the policy; and, 
therefore, as before, the sum paid in mistake had been re-de- 
manded by the insurer, he had paid it over to his principal, he 
was held not to be personally liable for its amount, and an 
action brought against him to recover it failed. 


It must be admitted with regard to this case that it does not 
clearly appear on what grounds the jury negatived the eyj. 
dence of fraud. It may be presumed, however, that the 
came to that conclusion, thinking that the defendant bond-fidé 
imagined his duty to his employers to be paramount to that 
of announcing the fact of the loss of the vessel to the own 
even though he knew that such loss at the time vitiated the 
policy; and not only this, but also thought it right on the 
same principle afterwards to receive the money paid to him in 
respect of such void policy. It certainly requires some further, 
explanation of the circumstances of the case, before the con. 
clusion of the jury appears a reasonable one; but no doubt such 
conclusion, however arrived at, put the plaintiff out of court, 


einen 
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GWorrespondence. 


ATTESTATION OF WILLS. 


I think it would be well for your readers to pause before 
adopting the form of attestation to a will given in your number 
for the 20th July. The form now generally in use satisfies the 
registrars, without an affidavit of due execution. I doubt 
whether the suggested form would, and for this reason, 

I formerly used the following form :—-‘‘ Signed by the said C. F,, 
the testator, as and for his last will and testament, in the presence 
of us both, present at the same time, and who, before leaving his 
presence, or the presence of each other, have subscribed our 
names as witnesses thereto.” But lately, on presenting a will 
so attested for probate, the district registrar required the usual 
affidavit of due execution, on the ground that the attestation 
clause did not contain the words of the statute. I contended 
that the clause comprised something more than the require 
ments of the Act; and that either it was untrue, or the will 
was duly executed; but the registrar adhering to his require- 
ment, I had no alternative than to furnish the affidavit, and 
return to the old form of attestation. 

Now there does not seem to be any substantial difference 
between the words “ before leaving his presence,” &c., and the 
“without quitting,” &c., of the suggested form. R. G. F. 


IRISH ANTE-UNION STATUTES. 


Mr. Reilly’s observations are correct enough; a statute is 
presumed to continue in force, unless the contrary be proved, 
But, if the opposite party had not appeared in the case at 
Warwick Sessions, it is doubtful whether the magistrates would 
have been satisfied with the production of the Irish statute 
19 Geo. 2, c. 13, without further evidence of the present state 
of the Irish law of mixed marriages, M, 


JUDGMENT DEBT—INTEREST. 


I shall be glad if any of your numerous readers can inform 
me if a judgment on a bill of exchange or promissory note 
carries interest at £5 per cent. 

By 76th Practice Rule of Hilary Term, 1853, every writ of 
execution may be endorsed to levy interest on the amount due 
at the rate of £4 per cent. per annum, “ provided that in cases 
where there is an agreement between the parties that more 
than four per cent. interest shall be secured by the judgment, 
the endorsement may be accordingly to levy the amount of 
interest so r 

Would a bill of exchange which carries interest at £5 per 
cent. be considered an ent contemplated by the rule? 

I understand that it is the practice to endorse writs of execu- 
tion issued on a judgment on a bill of exchange or promissory 
note to levy interest at £5 per cent.; but is there any precedent 
for doing so? G. B. W. 


secrtnrinsiitlestcansies 


Review. 


A Practical Treatise of Powers, Eighth edition. By Ev- 
WARD SuGpEN (now Lord Sr. Leonarps), London: H. 
Sweet, 3, Chancery-lane; Hodges, Smith & Co,, Grafton- 
street, Dublin. 1861. } 
Prior to the publication of the first edition of Sugden on 

Powers, in 1808, that branch of b did not form the sub- 

ject of any special treatise, if we except Mr. Powell’s essay. 

The latter work, however, did not profess to troat dis- 

cursively of the wide domain of real property law over which 





the subject of powers is spread. On the other hand, it some- 
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what resembles a colloquial narrative, containing, as Lord St. 
Leonards has observed, voluminous statements of facts, occu- 
pying many , “which serve only to confound the atten- 
tion, when the precise point decided might have been expressed 
in as many lines.” But we think that similar defects are to be 
foundin the treatise beforeus. The author has described it as ‘‘a 
text-book, in which an attempt was made to deduce the rules 
from the decided cases.” We consider, however, that it would 
have accomplished its object more effectually if it had been 
constructed with more regard to first principles and with less 
confidence in the practicability of reducing the rudis indiges- 

moles of cases to a symmetrical harmony. On the other 





- hand, as we shall presently show, there sometimes occur in 


Lord St. Leonards’ treatise unnecessary dissertations upon the 
most recondite principles of feudal law. It appears tous to be very 
far from having exhausted the subject of Powers, notwithstanding 
Mr. Butler’s commendation of it; note to Co. Litt. viii., 3. 
We would bow with deference to Mr. Butler’s opinion on the 
Berkeley Peerage Case, or on any of those fundamental 
erotchets which, at intervals of great periodic magnitude, become 
the subjects of actual litigation. But we cannot consider his 
authority conclusive as to the practical merits of a treatise, 
even though it should treat exclusively of real property law. 
When the first edition of Sugden on “ Powers” appeared, 
there existed no legal periodical to review such a work, and 
Mr, Butler’s opinion thus passed without correction. But this 
treatise appears to us to possess inferior practical merits to that 
of Mr. Chance, even though he made some blunders as regards 
first principles. His work, however, contains such a copious 
ad a of important matter carefully winnowed of the less 
important elements of cases, (while it is widely different from 
a mere equity index,) that it will, we think, be still found 
more useful in daily practice than the work before ns, although 
this is, as its noble and learned author intimates, enriched 
with all the legislative and judicial donations conferred upon 
the domain of powers since the publication of the seventh 
edition in 1845. 

Lord St. Leonards states, cap. 1, p. 2, that powers were 
invalid at common law, and take their effect at law by force of 
the Statute of Uses. Mr. Preston, 3 Con. 265; and 3 Ab, 270; 
and Powell, on “ Powers,” pp. 1, 155, make the same state- 
ment, which, we think, is beyond all cavil. Mr. Chance, 
however, impugns this proposition, and, in support of his view, 
cites certain kinds of limitations resembling powers that 
have been always valid at law. He likewise alleges that the 
objects of 2 modern marriage settlement might be attained 
independently of the Statute of Uses. This class of limita- 
tions, however, is sui generis, and is devoid of the essential 
characteristic of powers, which is to divest an estate; although, 
by means of a technical circumlocution and a resort to the 
use of contingent remainders, their actual, though not their 
legal, result may be the same, as if powers had been limited 
for the same purposes, Thus, a remainder limited to a person 
whom the tenant for life, or any other should nominate (to cite 
the case put by Mr. Chance), is a good contingent remainder, 
and, in point of fact, though not in point of law, is tantamount 
to the limitation of a power to the tenant for life, or such other 
ne to appoint the estate over. An appointment is the 

tionary limitation of a use. Suppose such a limitation to 
have been good if found in the primary instrument, it is equally 
good in the derivative one. If invalid in the former, then it is, 
in all cases, except as regards a quéstion of perpetuity in res- 
pect to general powers, invalid also in the latter. Lord St. 
‘Leonards, therefore, has very judiciously prefixed in the intro- 
duction to the former editions of his treatise, a compendious 
essay on the nature of uses, which he has embodied in the first 
chapter of the present edition. But in his love of technicality 
he illustrates the perverse tendencies of metaphysical lawyers, 
while Mr, Chance, although he certainly caters with care for the 
requirements of practice, is not sufficiently mindful of theory, 
and just principles. 

“ Incidit in Scyllam, qui vult vitare Charybdem.” 


Perhaps an eclectic writer may yet combine in a single 
work the respective merits of both authors. 

The principles which should govern the arrangement of the 
parts of a treatise on so intricate a branch of law as powers, 
should mainly regard their incidents from a chronological point 
of view, both as to their historical origin, and also as to 
the instruments by which they may be created, transferred, 
suspended, extinguished, or exercised. The author of such 
4 treatise might be expected to view them in their first 
rise, prior to the Statutes of Uses, and to distinguish them care- 
fully from licenses and common law authorities, as regards the 














feudal theory of our law of real property, and in the next place 
to examine them as affected by the Statute of Uses, 27 Hen. 8, 
c. 10. He should then proceed to consider their legal effect 
at the present day, observing the order in which they may be 
expected most frequently to occur in practice, or in the history 
of a single transaction. According to this method, our sup- 
posed atithor would next describe the instruments by which 
they may be created, then classify their different kinds as 
general or special, appendant or in gross, &c., and also point 
out the person by whom, and in favour of whom, they may be 
executed. Next, both in point of logic and chronology, the 
questions appertaining to their suspension and merger would 
appear proper to be treated of, before he approached the con- 
clusion of his work. This should naturally end with a de- 
tailed account of the nature of appointments eral and 
special, &c., their relationship to the original deed, to the 
appointor and the appointee, the rule of perpetuity, and equitable 
relief. Neither of the extant treatises on powers appears to have 
been mapped out with a close regard to theory or to convenience. 
Thus, after the preliminary chapters on uses and powers, Lord 
St. Leonards gives, in the third chapter, aa outline “ of the 
modes by which powers may be suspended, extinguished, or 
merged ;” while the fourth and sixth chapters treat respectively 
of the creation and transfer ot powers. But these are circum- 
stances attendant upon powers én se prior to their being exer- 
cised, and should naturally precede any comments relating to 
their suspension or merger. Chapter nine mixes up the dis- 
cussion of the creation of powers with that of their execution. 
He also places the chapter on “ limitations in default of appoint- 
ment” after six chapters which treat of the execution of powers. 
This violates both the rule of progression and harmony to 
which we have referred. The place of the last five chapters 
is also very faulty, inasmuch as these treat respectively of 
powers to appoint to relations or to children, powers to jointure, 
to lease, sell, and appoint new trustees, Powers, no doubt, are 
operative only when exercised in appointments, as causes are 
manifested only by their effects; and it may therefore be alleged 
that these chapters, though nominally relating to powers, are, 
virtually, commentaries on certain classes. of appointments. 
We can only say, then, that these chapters ought to be 
so entitled, and should not be designated in a manner 
that is calculated to perplex the student; as the author re- 
enters in them upon the consideration of powers after the 
classification, and even the modes of their execution had been 
fully detailed. But there is no doubt that this defect is one of 
place and not of title, and that they should be considered in 
that portion of the treatise which relates to the classification of 
powers. Mr. Chance, with a like disregard of order and 
conciseness of arrangement, passes directly from the question 
of the creation and construction of powers, to that of 
appointments. He also returns back in the chapters at the 
close of his work to treat of powers of jointure, portion, 
lease, &c.; while the last chapter treats of the suspension 
of powers. 

Lord St. Leonards appears to us to have erred both in excess 
and in defect, for while his treatise will not always be found to 
supply the information most needed in practice, he has, on the 
other hand, devoted a considerable space to extraneous topics, 
such as election, while in the former editions he has reveiled 
with delight in the idealistic labyrinths of the scintilla juris. 
We willingly bear with the exclusion of any lengthened com- 
ments upon ths doctrine of election from Mr. Chance’s treatise, 
since we find in itnometaphysical speculations, nor any discus- 
sion of the scintilla juris. Lord St. Leonards, not content with his 
previous investigations as to the nature of this scintilla, finally 
had it altogether abolished by the statute 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38, 
s. 7. This enactment appears to us to have been al 
unnecessary, Contingent uses were sufficiently protected 
prior to that Act. The mode in which that protection 
was carried out by the rules of law, was a much vexed juri- 
dical question. But a lawyer would as soon think of question- 
ing the security of a contingent use prior to the passing of the 
23 & 24 Vict. c, 38, as he would of impugning the soundness of 
the decision in Smith d. Dormer v. Packhurst,3 Atk. 135. Lord 
St. Leonards, however, with scholastic trepidation, came finally 
to regard the object of his speculation as something in itself real, 
which required an actual demolition at the hands of Parlia- 
ment, Thirty-four pages of the former edition of Powers were 
devoted to the discussion of this scholastic question. 
Yet in that very edition Lord St, Leonards says, p. 44, 
“No inquiry is ever made to meet the difficulties which 
arise from this doctrine ”"—and again, p. 45, “ No case ever 
occurred in practice in which the point fairly arose.” All were 
agreed that the Statute of Uses could not be construed so as 
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to destroy proprio vigore contingent uses. On the contrary, it 
gave them the legal estate. Any trust good before the statute 
would after it necessarily be good as a legal use. How this 
was effected none but antiquaries asked. Was there an estate 
in the feoffees or a possibility of seisin, or a scintilla juris? 
It was immaterial in practice to ascertain the modus operandi 
when the contingent use was admittedly safe. Even Fearne, 
p. 301, ed. 1844, who was sufficiently attentive to the technical 
uarmony of our real property system, pronounced against the 
doctrine. The whole current of decisions since the publication 
of that celebrated treatise has so studiously treated contingent 
uses as contingent remainders, that few speculations could be 
More unnecessary than an inquiry into the nature of what 
confessedly did not exist, and few enactments more abundant 
of caution than the statute which overthrows Scintilla Juris. 
We eannot perceive any distinction except a verbal one be- 
tween the phrases in nubibus, ingremio legis, or “ by relation to 
the original seisin:” The most logical view, it would appear, 
would have been to consider contingent uses as preserved by 
the equity of the statute from being defeated by any Act or 
omission of the feoffees or releasees; while inconvenience may 
possibly be the result of the recent Act which defines the modus 
operandi to be in one particular way only. 

Although Mr. Chance does not ascend to such sublime 
heights of juristical contemplation as Lord St. Leonards, 
nevertheless, he traces the minute but important details 
of the intricate subject of Powers with ah expertness and 
felicity of arrangement, which, to the practitioner, is of 
paramount importance, As an authority for moot points, his 
treatise is certainly inferior to that of Lord St. Leonards’, 
from its comparative inattention to remote principles; but the 
good sense of the former author, in his application of the 
‘views which he adopts, is so abundantly manifest through- 
out the work, as to compensate for the want of a perfect 
harmony in its theoretical principles—a defect, from which, as 
we have shown, Lord St. Leonards’ treatise is sufficiently 
clear. The difference in point of theory and method between 
the two authors is indicated by their respective comments on 
the question of the suspension and extinguishment of powers 
appendant. Lord St. Leonards disapproves of the decision in 
Ren d. Hall v. Bulkeley, 1 Doug. 291, which was a case 
relating to the extinguishment of powers appendant—a doc- 
trine, the operation of which Lord St. Leonards appears 
nowise anxions to limit; although, as a general rule, it is clearly 
inequitable, and defeats the intention of the donor as well as of 
the donee. The reasoning of Lord St. Leonards on this head 
is very inconclusive and technical. “ As a charge,” says his 
lordship, “on the estate, to which the power is appendant, 
suspends the power during the interest granted; it follows, 
therefore, on the same principle, that a total alienation of the 
estate must operate as an extinguishment of the power.” The 
only inference warranted by the premise is, that the power 
should be suspended during the continuance of the grant. 
Mr. Chance, in his book, vol, 2, p. 598, shows this very clearly ; 
and his views are supported by the decision of Long v. 
Rankin, decided by the House of Lords, Sug. Appx. 676, 
4thed. This is a phase of the operation of powers whicli has 
not received much illustration from recent cases. In a 
recent case (Walmesley v. Jowett), the suspension of 
the power was treated simply as a question of intention. 
The difference between the views of the two authors is further 
indicated by their respective comments on the question of the 
validity of general power in deeds that operate as bargains 
and sales, or as covenants to stand seised. This question is 
one of very great importance. For, although conveyances are 
never intended to operate in those forms, yet, if they cannot 
otherwise have any effect, they will, ut res magis valeat, be so con- 
strued. Thus, if prior to the Act, 4 & 5 Vict. ¢. 21, the 
lease for a year had been omitted, the conveyance, never- 
theless, might be supported as a bargain and sale, if 
money had passed between the parties, or as a covenant 
to stand seised, if it were the case of a marriage settle- 
ment. Mr. Chance is of opinion that general powers in both 
classes of instruments are valid. Lord St. Leonards, on 
the contrary, considers them to be wholly invalid, even though 
the actual appointees should render a consideration, or happen 
to be relations of the donee. Our opinion coincides with 
neither of those views. We consider that general powers in 
instruments operating as covenants to stand seised, are bad, 
because kindred is not a consideration which can be held to 
extend to any person that is unascertained. If the power 
be one of revocation simply, without any reference to a néw 
appointment, it should, on principle, be held good; as the 
covenantor, by revoking the uses of the instrument containing 





such a power, merely stands seised to his own use. But genetal 


- powers in deeds of bargain and sale stand on a wholly different 


footing. A consideration can be advanced in behalf of any. 
one, whether he bein esse or unborn. Lord St. Leonards 
this, provided a valuable consideration moved from the appointee 
or on his behalf, at the time of the execution of the 
But the cases of Parsons v. Mills, 2 Ro. Abr. 786 M., and Mo, 
547, cited in support of this view, also prove the validity of 
such powers in general. Mr. Cruise (Dig.) considers that 
general powers to lease are good in these classes {of instrn. 
ments, inasmuch as the best rent is generally required to be 
reserved; but if the deed be a covenant to stand seised, such 
a consideration is inapplicable to support @ use; while, if jt 
be a bargain and sale, it appears to us to be immaterial 
whether the lessee pay any rent or not, as the original 
consideration should be deemed to extend to him. Both 
Lord St. Leonards and Mr. Chance consider that powers 
in the nature of a trust such as was the power in the ease 
of Harding v..Glyn, 2 W. & T. Lead. Cas., p. 789, cannét 
be easily discriminated from gifts by implication in default of 
appointment, such as was the case of The Duke of Mario. 
rough v. Godolphin, 2 Ves. 61. Both these classes of cases 
have, indeed, the same effect as regards the beneficiaries. 
Modern legislation has done little for powers. The Act relat. 
ing to illusory appointments, 1 Will. 4, c. 46, which was pre- 
pared by Lord St. Leonards, has not gone to the root of the 
evil intended to be obviated by it; inasmuch as an exclusive 
appointment not authorised by the power is invalid, even singe 
the passing of that enactment. The author considers thatthe 
meaning of the Act 20 & 21 Vict. c. 57, which has extended 
the powers of married women in respect of personal estate, is 
open to much doubt. He does not, however, state any reasons 
for this opinion. He gives an abridgment of the provisions of 
Lord Cranworth’s Act, which confers on trustees, mortgagees, 
and others, the powers usually contained at present in settle 
ments, wills, &c., in a manner that indicates his approbation of 
that enactment, the merits of which have become the eubjectaf 
so much debate. The arrangement of the chapters is the sime 
as was observed in the preceding edition. Both are pretty 
nearly of the same size; the loss of the disquisition upon the 
scintilla juris being compensated for by the accounts of recent 
decisions. The present work, however, is not prefixed with so 
voluminous a table of contents, as is contained in the edition 
of 1845. Such a syllabus appears to us an unnecessary in 
cumbrance to a book having an adequate index om 
alphabetically, which alone is ever used for reference. «| 
have canvassed the merits of the treatise before us freely, but 
we hope, fairly. It has long enjoyed the very highest rankin 
the estimation of the profession, and has been considered to 
have done for the subject of which it treats, what Mr. Pearme 
had done for contingent remainders, and what, more recently, 
Mr. Jarman has accomplished for the law of wills, and Mt 
Lewis for the more definite question of perpetuity. Thus endaed 
with authority, it was nece¢sary to show that it did not indicate 
such # perception of the harmony of first principles on ‘the 
part of its author as has been considered, and also that it has 
by no means excluded all necessity of resort to the unpreten- 
ding, but perhaps more useful, treatise of Mr. Chance. 


REGULATIONS FOR THE EXAMINATION OF 
ARTICLED CLERKS. 


The following are the rules and regulations for conducting 
the examinations under the Attorneys’ and Solicitors’ Act of 
1860 (23 & 24 Vict. c. 127). 

As to Examinations in General Knowledge. 

In pursuance of the Act passed in the session of Parliament 
holden in the 24rd and 24th years of the reign of her present 
Majesty, intituled “ An Act to amend the Laws relating to At 
torneys, Solicitors, Proctors, and Certificated Conveyancers:” 
We, the Right Honorable Sir Alexander James Edmund Cock- 
burn, Lord Chief Justice of the Court of Queen’s Bench; the 
Right Honorable Sir John Romilly, Master of the Rolls; the 
Right Honorable Sir William Erle, Lord Chief Justice of the 
Court of Common Pleas; and the Right Honorable Sir Frederic 
Pollock, Lord Chief Baron of the Court of Exchequer, de 
hereby, for the purpose of carrying the said Act into effect, 
order and direct as follows;— * 

I. In order to carry into effect the 5th section of the said 
Act, we do hereby order and direct: 

That from and after the ist day of Hilary Term, 1862, every 
person who before entering into articles of clerkship shall pro- 
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duce to the Registrar of Attorneys a certificate that he has suc- 
cessfully passed the first public examination before Moderators 
at Oxford, or the previous examination at Cambridge, or the 
examination in arts for the second year at Durham, or the ma- 
friculation examination at the Universities of Dublin or Lon- 
don, and has been placed in the first division on such Matricu- 
Jation examination, sball b~ entitled to the benefit of the 5th 
section of the Attorneys Act, 28 & 24 Vict. c. 127. 


If. And in order to carry into effect the enactment in the 
8thsection of the said Act, we do hereby further order and 


direct : 

That from and after the Ist day of Hilary Term, 1862, every 
person proposing to enter into articles of clerkship, not having 
been called to the degree of Utter Barrister in England, or not 
having taken a degree, or passed the examination prescribed 
under the 5th section of the Act, shall produce to the Registrar 
éf Attorneys a certificate that he has successfully passed an 
examination by special examiners, appointed by us, and that 
guch last-mentioned examination be held at such times and 

as the examiners shall from time to time appoint, and 
pnsist of two parts. 
Part I. 
1, Reading aloud a passage from some English author. 
9. Writing from dictation. 
nglish grammar. 

4, Writing a short English composition. 

5, Arithmetic —A competent knowledge of the first four 

rules, simple and compound. 

6, Geography of Europe and of the British Isles, 

7. History.—Questions on English history. 

8, Latin.—Elementary knowledge of Latin. 


Parr II, 

Each candidate shall offer himself for examination in one 
ig following subjects: 

‘1, Latin. 2. Greek, modern or ancient. 

4, German. 5. Spanish. 6. Italian. 

Ifthe examiners conducting such examinations under Part 
L be satisfied with the proficiency shown by the candidate, 
they will sign a certificate to the following effect: 

“We certify that A. B. has been examined in general know- 
ledge by us (or under our direction in case the examination shall 
beConducted in the country), as required by the rules and re- 
fea of the Lord Chief Justice of the Court of Queen’s 


3. French. 


the Master of the Rolls, the Lord Chief Justice of the 
of Common Pleas, and the Lord Chief Baron of the 
Gourt of Exchequer, and we certify that he has passed a satis- 
factory examination.” 
- Ifthe examiners.conducting the examination under Part IT. 
besatisfied with the proficiency shown by the candidate in the 
in which he has been examined, they will sign a cer- 
ate to the following effect :— 
“We certify that A B has been examined by us in the 
language (as the case may be), and we certify 
that he has passed a satisfactory examination.” 
ith respect to candidates residing in the’ country, their 
examination may be conducted by the transmission by the 
‘kaminers of papers to some person or persons to be appointed 
by them for that purpose, fn certain towns to be selected, 
in England and Wales, who shall call the candidates before 
them at convenient times, to be fixed by the examiners, and 
require them to give written answers in the presence of the 
persons so appointed, who shall then seal up and send to the 
examiners in London the answers so written. [This direction 
of course does not apply to reading aloud, as to the proficiency 
in which of each candidate, the person or persons selected 
must give a certificate. ] 
The persons so appointed to be remunerated out of the fees 
to be paid on receiving their certificates by the candidates 
examined in the country. [The fees of the examiners will 
be-hereafter fixed, according to the number of candidates, ] 
Each person examined in London on receiving his certificate 
to pay the fee of £1, and each person examined in the country 
on receiving his certificate to pay the fee of £2, to the council 
of the Incorporated Law Society. 


As to Intermediate Examination. 


II, And in order to carry the enactment in the 9th section 
ty said Act into effect, we do hereby further order and 
it: 


1. That all persons under articles of clerkship executed 
witer the first day of January, 1861, shall be examined, either 
in one of the two ba next before, or one of the two terms 
next after, one half of his term of service, in such elementary 








works on the laws of England as may be appointed by the 
examiners, and in book-keeping: and at the names of 
books selected for examination in each year may be obtained 
from the secretary of the examiners in the month of July in 
the previous year. 

2. That such intermediate examination shall be conducted 
in each term, by the examiners appointed under the 6 & 7 
Vict. c. 73, the orders of the Master of the Rolls of 18th 
January, 1844, and the rules of the Common Law Courts of 
Hilary Term, 1853, at such times and places as the examiners 
shall from time to time appoint. 

3. That the applicant for such examination shall give to the 
secretary of the examiners one month’s notice in writing, and 
leave with him the articles and assignment (if any) duly 
stamped and registered, under which the applicant is serving 
his clerkship, with answers to the questions as to his due 
service and conduct up to that time. 

4. That upon compliance with such regulations, if the 
major part of the examiners present at and conducting such 
examination shall be satisfied with the answers of the person 
so applying in the subjects wherein he shall be so examined, 
the examiners, or the major part of them, shall certify the 
same under their hands in the following form :— 

“In pursuance of the rules and regulations made by the 
Lords Chief Justices of the Courts of Queen’s Bench and 
Common Pleas, and the Lord Chief Baron of the Court of 
Exchequer, jointly with the Master of the Rolls, we, being 
the major part of the examiners conducting the ‘ intermediate’ 
examination of A B of do hereby certify 
that we have examined him as required by the said rules and 
regulations. And we do certify that his answers to the 
questions are satisfactory. 

“Dated the day of Re 

5. That in case the applicant should fail to pass such 
intermediate examination to the satisfaction of the examiners, 
he may attend the examination in the next or any subsequent 
term; but if he should not have passed such intermediate 
examination before the expiration of the second term next 
after one half of his term of service, his examination at the 
expiration of the term of service under his articles shall be 
postponed for such length of time, or so many terms, as may 
intervene between such last-mentioned term and his success- 
fully passing such intermediate examination, or for such 
shorter time as the examiners shall in each case direct. 

6. That each person, on giving the notice and complying 
with the requisitions in clause 3, shall pay a fee of 5s. and on 
receiving his certificate for such intermediate examination, 
shall pay a fee of 15s. to the council of the Incorporated Law 
Society. 

Dated the 26th day of July, 1861. 
A. E. Cocxsury, C. J. Q. B. 
Joun Romitzy, M. R, 
W. Erte, C. J.C. P. 
Frep, Potrook, 0.B. Exeh. 


_ ee eee — 


Public Companies. 
REPORTS AND MEETINGS. 
BELFAST AND NoRTHERN Countries Rattway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company held on the Sth 
inst., a dividend at the rate of 4} per cent. per annum was 
declared for the past eight months ending 30th June. 

CocKERMOUTH AND WOKINGTON Ratiway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company held on the 3st 
ult., a dividend at the rate ot £5 per cent. per annum was de- 
clared for the last half-year. 

COLCHESTER, STOUR VALLEY, AND SupBury Ramway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 3lst 
ult., a dividend was declared of £1 12s. 6d. for the 7 a 
free of income-tax, leavirg a balance in hand of about : 


Great WESTERN AND BRENTFORD Raluwar. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company held on the 7th 
inst., dividends of 5 per cent. on the preference shares, and of 
2 per cent. on the ordinary shares of the company were 
declared. 

Hutt anp Ho.iprerness Rartway, 

At the half-yearly meeting of this com held on the 7th 

inst, adividend of 38e, “— cent. was daeu for the past 
“year. 
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Licata AND Wiwtows. ‘ascii. 


At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 5th | 


inst., a dividend at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum was de- 
clared for the past half-year. 


LLANNELLY Rariway. 


At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 31st 
ult., a dividend of 10s. per share was declared. 


Lonpon, BricgHTon, AND Soutn Coast RAILWAY. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
26th ult., a dividend at the rate of £2 10s. per cent. for the 
last half-year was declared, and made payable on the 12th 
inst. A resolution authorising the consolidation of the paid-up 
43 per cent. preferencé shares (1861) into 44 per cent. pre- 
ference stock of the company was carried at this meeting. 


MaNcHEsTER, Buxton, Mattock, AND MiIpLaNpD Junc- 
TION. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 7th 
inst., a dividend of 1s. 4d. per share was declared and made 
payable on the 17th inst. 

Norrn Eastern Rattway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company held on the 
8th inst., the following dividends were declared—namely, on 
the Berwick stock at the rate of 54 per cent. per annum; on 
the York stock at the rate of 4} per cent. per annum; and on 
the Leeds stock at the rate of £2 17s. 6d. per cent. per 
annum. 

RuyYMNgEY RaILway. 

At a special meeting of this company, held on the 7th inst., 
a resolution authorising the directors to raise £75,000 by the 
creation of 7,500 new shares of £10 each to be entitled toa 
dividend of 6 per cent. per annum in perpetuity, was unani- 
mously carried. 


> ————— 


Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 

ConoLtty—On Aug. 3, the wife of Edward T, Conolly, Esq., 
Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

Heatu—On Aug. 6, the wife of Samuel Heath, jun., Esq., of 
Honghton-place, Ampthill-square, Solicitor, prematurely, of 
a son, who survived his birth but a short time. 

Surrn—On Aug. 7, at Somersfield, Reigate, the wife of Charles 
J. Smith, Esq., Solicitor, of a daughter. 

Swrrx—On July 30, at Dublin, the wife of H. Westenra Smith, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES. 

Breprorp—Broucuton—On Aug. 6, Charles St. Clare Bed- 
ford, Esq., of Dean’s-yard, Westminster, to Harriet Emma, 
daughter of the late Robert Edward Broughton, Esgq., F.R.S., 
one of the Metropolitan Police Magistrates. 

Bowitsy—Rimincton—On Aug. 1, Edward Salvin Bowlby, 
Esq., of the Inner Temple, Barrister-at-Law, to Maria, 
daughter of the late James Rimington, Esq., of Broomhead 
Hall, Yorkshire. 

Leecu—Jones—On Aug. 1, William Bell Leech, Esq., Soli- 
citor, of Glasgow, to Emma Gwyther, daughter of the Rev. 
J. Jones, ot Rowsley. 

Macavutay—Cox—On Aug. 1, William Henry Macaulay, 
Esq., of Leicester, Solicitor, to Sabina, daughter of Charles 
Cox, Esq., of Basford. 

Surru—Bockett—On Aug. 1, Bruce Neiison Smith, Esq., 
H.M.’s Indian Army, to Anna Amelia, daughter of Daniel 
Smith Bockett, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Swaxstox—Rom1Liy¥—On Aug. 1, Clement T. Swanston, 
jun., Esq., son of Clement T. Swanston, Esq., Q.C., to Anne, 
daughter of Sir John Romilly, Master of the Rolls. 


DEATHS. 

Axszotr—On June 13, at sea, in the Bay of Bengal, on board 
the steamer Colombo, Annie Blanche, wife of William Henry 
Abbott, Jun., Esq., Solicitor, Supreme Court of Calcutta. 

Day—On J aly 30, at Eaton, near Norwich, aged 62, Caroline 
Elizabeth, the beloved wife of Peter Day, "Esq. a Solicitor. 

Hixpe—On March 30, on board the Lady Melville, Henry 
Pelly Hinde, Esq., of ‘the Inner Temple and Calcutta Bar. 

Matriews—On July 30, at Paris, Emma, widow of the late 
Henry Matthews, Esq., Puisne Justice of the Supreme Court 
of Ceylon. 

Payne—On Aug. 3, aged 37, Matilda, wife of Edward Turner 


London 1 Gazettes. 
G@Hindings-up of Point Stock Companies. 


LIMITED In BANKRUPTCY. 
Fripay, Aug. 9, 1861. 

IsLe or Wicut (APPULDERCOMBE Park) Horet Company (Limrrep), .. 
Petition for winding-up presented August 3, will be heard before Cont. 
Fonblanque, August 21, at 11, Taylor “and Jaquet, Solicitors, 15, 
South-street, Finisbury. 

LANDED INVESTMENT ComMPANY (LimiTED), Com. Fane order to wind up, 
July 31. Kimber, Solicitor, 1, Lancaster-place, Strand. 

Patent Derrick ComMPANY (Lirrep), Com. Fonblanque will sit on 
August 30, at 12.30, Basinghall-street, to make a dividend. 

Union DIscount Company (LimiTep), a call of twelve shillings and 
sixpence per share upon all contributories, tobe paid on August a1, a 
11, to the official liquidator, at 3 Coleman-street buildings, London 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Tuespay, Aug. 6, 1861. 

. AuBin, FrepERIc GeEorGE, Gent., Weston-hill, Norwood, Surrey. Anbia, 

Solicitor, 38, Moorgate-street, City. Aug. 10. 

Bort, WILLIAM, Tailor, Davyhulme, Barton-upon-Irwell, Eccles, Rad. 
cliffe, Solicitor, 10, “St. George’s-crescent, Castle-street, Liverpool, 
Sept. 12. 

Dean, Joun, Gent., Upper Harley-street, Cavendish-square, London, 
but late of 2, Albert-terrace, Russell-terrace, Reading, Berks. Whatley 
& Dryland, Solicitors, Reading. Sept. 30. 

Durrett, James, Gent., Brougham-villa, Hampton Park, Bristol. King 
& Plummer, Solicitors, 5, Exchange-buildings East, Bristol. Sept. 26, 

FaRMER, SARAH, Spinster, Windsor Castle, Windsor, Berks. Soames & 
Cooke, Solicitors, Wokingham, Berks. Aug. 17. 

Grant, Witu1aM, formerly Butler, Calcot-park, Berks, but late Farmer, 
Stratfieldsaye, Berks and Hants. Mary Grant, Widow, Executrix,1, 
Eaton-place, Reading, Berks. Oct. 3. 

Haines, SAMvEL, Gent , Edgbaston, near Birmingham. Auster, Solicitor, 
4, Temple-row West, Birmingham. Sept. 29. 

HEATON, Francis, Gent., neem, Mirfield, Yorkshire. Chadwick, 
Solicitor, Dewsbury, Yorkshire, Oct. 1 

Lee, Joseru, Gent., Shillbank-house, Mirfield, Yorkshire. Chadwick, 
Solicitor, Dewsbury, Yorkshire. Oct. 1 

Mantey, Samven, Gent., Somerset Cottages, Seen aie wing King 
& Plummer, Solicitors, 5, Exchange-buildings, Eas Sept. 26. 

SCARRATT, JAMES, Button’ and Trimming Seller, nlicomet, t, Cheapside, 
late. Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, Solicitors, 14, Old Jewry-chamber, 
Aug. } 

Scorr, k din Spinster, formerly of Mile End, Landport, but late of 353, 
Commercial-road, Landport, Portsea, Hants, Holmes, Solicitor, 7, 
Staple Inn, Holborn, Middlesex. Oct. 1. 

TinKER, ABEL, Gent., formerly of Hepworth, near Holmfirth, but late o 
Spring-gardens, near Huddersfield, Yorkshire. aa Solicitor, Hnd- 
dersfield, or Kidd & Jessop, Solicitors, Holmfirth. Nov. 25. 

bine want ons Liverpool. Dodge & Wynne, 7, Union-court, Liver 

Waeu, Son aor Grant, Surgeon, 17, Richmond-terrace, Clifton, and Bridge. 
street, Bristol. King & Plummer, 5, Exchange-buildings East, Bristol, 
Sept. 26. 

Wrars Witutam, formerly Oilman, King-street, Soho, Middlesex, after. 
wards of Rickmansworth, Herts, and late of Pinner, Middlesex. Lay- 
rance, Plews, & Boyer, Solicitors, 14, Old Jewry-chambers, or Barlow & 
Longden, Solicitors, 1, Bennet’s-hill, Doctor’s-commons. Aug. 15. 

Fripay, Aug. 9, 1861. 

Coteperer, Joun Spencer, Gent., formerly of Kundy, in the Island 
Ceylon, but late of 4, Darnley-road, Hackney, Middlesex. Futyoye, 
Sawtell, & Lightfoot, Solicitors, 23, John-street, Bedford-row. Sept. 29. 

Eari, Abram, Architect and Surveyor, Billericay, Essex. Woodward, 
gy 106, Fenchurch-street, London, and Billericay, Essex. 
Sept. 

an a aa Monken Hadley, Middlesex. omega 3 ee and Draper, 
High-street, er Barnet, Herts, Executor. Oct. 1 

Gash, JANE, Widow, 1, Grosvenor-place, Le fos tnd Middlesex. 
Bailey, Shaw, Smith, "& a, Solicitors, 5, Berners-street, Oxford- 
street, Middlesex. Sept. 2. 

Hety, MICRAEL, Coachmaker, 27, Nutford-place, ag ne -road, Middle- 
sex. Bailey, Shaw, Smith, & Bailey, Solicitors, 5, Berners-street, Ox- 
ford-street, Middlesex. Sept. 5. 

Hopskinson, Arpotonta, Spinster, 58, Margaret-street, Cavendish-square, 
Middlesex. Lewin & Co, Solicitors, 32, Southampton-street, Strand, 
Middlesex. Sept. 14. . 

Keene, Taomas, Esq., 3, Stanhope-terrace, Gloucester-gate, Regent's 
park, Middlesex. Bailey, Shaw, Smith, & Lowy Solicitors, 5, Berner’s 
street, Oxford. street, Middlesex. September 

Meery, WittiaM Henry, Doctor of ag vad Broadelist, Devon, Sanders 
and Birch, Solicitors, Exeter. October | 

Moret, Tuomas AnneT Lewis, Wine Merchant and Italian Warehouse- 
man, late of 210 & 211, Piccadilly, and 20, Ladbrook-villas, Bayswater, 
Middlesex. Surman, Solicitor, 11, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn. 
November 24. 

Prrer, STEPHEN, Printer, Ipswich. Jackaman & Son, Solicitors, Ipswich. 
Sep. 10. 


Sawyer, Harner, Sa Sheffield. Webster, Solicitor, M, St. James’ 
row, Sheffield. 

TayLon, CHARLES, AS Keeper, Stratford-upon- Avon. Hobbs & 
Slater, Solicitors, Stratford-upon-Avon. Sep, 29. 


Crevitors under ney Sees S in Chancery. 
007. 
wee Aung. 6, 1861. 
Bzan, Epwanpd Darrett, Victualler and ‘Veterinary Surgeon, Bear Inn, 
West Malling, Kent. Bean v. Bean, M. R. Nov. 4. 
Borxs, Jonn, Yeoman, Hensting, Owslebury, Hants. Boyes v. Vear, V.C. 
Stuart. Nov, 15. 
CLARKE, CHARLES, Solicitor, Grove-road, St. John’ 's-wood, and 20, Lin 
coln’s-inn-fields, Middlesex. Clarke v. Justice, V.C. Stuart. Nov. 13. 
Counwett, Frances, Widow, Saffron Walden, Rens, In the matter 
the estate of Frances Cornwell, V.C. Wood. Oct, 30. 
thwark, Surrey. Howell x. Hat- 





Payne, Esq., of Bath, Solicitor. 


Hannison, Geonar, 169, High-street, 
rison, M. R. Nov, 1, 
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Hast, oe aa Sem Breer sens, Hyde-park, Middlesex. Hart 
v Montefiore, M. R. Nov. 

eae ching ATTWoop, Gent Dorset ‘ortman-square, Middle- 

prem bel Hu -C. Wood: Oct. 30. 

‘uae, JouN » Tailor, rk-street, Burlington-gardens, Middlesex. 
Jackson v. Harvey, V.C. Stuart. Nov. 7. 

D'Arcy, The Most Noble Francis Gopotrain, Duke of Leeds, Hornby 
Gestie, Yorkshire, Lovat v. The Duchess of Leeds, V.C, Kindersley. 
Nov. 7. 

Mostyn, The Honourable Taomas Epwarp Mostyn Lioyp, M.P., Glod- 

, Carnarvonshire. Mostyn v. Mostyn, V.C. Wood. Nov. 10. 
, ALEXANDER, Merchant, sometime of ge ra but late of Bur- 
ton-house, Hants. Thwaites v. M‘Intyre, M.R. t. 29, 

Poors. -acahanil Esq., Ashton-park, Lancashire. Price 0. Pedder, M. R. 

Oct. 29, 


PuILLIPS, Wi14m, China Clay Merchant and Manufacturer, Lee Moor 

thongs peed a ng Devonshire. Phillipsv. Phillips,M.R. Oct. 29. 
Magu, late < 40, Observatory-street, Oxford. Wood- 

"oa. Zealey, M. R. Oct. 2 

StH, JouN, Grooer, Saitou, Kent. Bryson v. Gibbons, V.C. 
Stuart.. Nov. 15. . 

Watmstey, Taomas, Corn Merchant, Failsworth, near Manchester. 
shaw v. Walmsley, V.C. Wood. Nov. 8. 

ee ge 9, 1861. 

eave, Joun, Sutton, Norfolk apman v. Bygrave, V.C. Stuart. 

Nov. 


Ren- 


Couweit, THomas, Scale Board and Splint Cutter, Hercules Hall, see: 
Puildings, Lambeth, Surrey. Colwell v. Colwell, M. R. Nov. 5 

Hau, Mary 1 8, Bryan- 5 eae Copenhagen-street, Middlesex. 
Holdstock v. Nov. 

Haze. Francis Wathen Silanes: od gate Middlesex. Hare 
9, Hare, and Paul ». Hare, M.R. Nov. 

Hoorzn, Wittiam, Miller, Affpuddle, Vader. Elhott v. Hooper, V.C. 
Wood. Nov. 5. 

Paesste, RicuarD, Wine Merchant, Tunbridge Wells, Kent. Prebble v. 
Trustram, M.R. Nov. 1. 

Sarpman, GEORGE, ~~ Whitwell, Derbyshire. Shipman v. Cha- 
loner, M. R. Nov. 2 

Yaw De Watt, Partie, Chapel-street, Curtain-road, Shoreditch, Middle- 
sex. Van De Wall v. Wadeson, V.C. Stuart. Nov. 4 

Wavp, Epwarp, Worsted Spinner & Stuff ace, Bradford, and of 
Ta House, Horton, Bradford, Yorkshire. Waud v. Waud, M.R. 

lov. 11, 


Assignments for Benelit ge Creditors 
Tugspay, Aug. 6, 18 

Asxott, SAMUEL, Hosier, 86, Goswell-street, stiddtecex. Sols.“Langford, 
& Marsden, 59, Friday-street, Cheapside, London. Aug. 2. 

Basrow, James, Maltster, Abridge, Essex. Sols. Crosley & Burn, 34, 
Lombard-street, E.C. July 10. 

Bacsaaw, Tuomas, Grocer, Devonshire-street, Sheffield. Sot. Fretson, 
Sheffield. July 30. 

Bennett, Epwarp Cotston, Stationer, 9, Skinner-street, Snow-hill, Lon- 
don. Sol. Mount, 17a, Sise-lane, London, July 27. 

Benttey, Witt1am, Linen Draper, 78, West-street, Leeds. 
Leeds. June 24. 

Gooey, Wittiam, Hosier and Laceman, bg Tapa Staffordshire. 
Sol. Jagger, Cannon-street, Birmingham. 

Davis, GipzON Tuomas, Upholsterer and Cabinet Maker, Canterbury. 
Sols. Sankey & Son, Canterbury. July 26. 

Exrwistte, Tuomas, & Tuomas Mgrcer, Dyers, a Lancashire, 

. Cooper & Sons, 44, Pall Mall, Manchester. July 30 

Evans, Joun, Builder ‘and Hackney Carriage Proprietor, Wellington-road, 
Rhyl, Flintshire. Sol. Edwards, Denbigh. July 9, 

ae ee Draper, Banbury, Oxfordshire. Se/. Aplin, Ban- 
ury. July 

Harton, Danius, & Grorce CastiE, Coal Dealers, Huddersfield, Yorkshire. 
Sol. Drake, Huddersfield. July 17. 

Hit, Henry, Accountant, 14, York-street, Seeatecen Middlesex. Sol. 
Mardon, 99, Newgate-street, London. July | 

Howt, GeorsE, Grocer, Chester-road, Hulme, eibinnin: Sol. Dearden, 
Fulham-place, Great Clowes-street, Higher Broughton, Salford, and 34, 
Cooper-street, Manchester. July 31 

» RicHarp Craw ey, Coal Merchant, Bacton, Suffolk. Sol. Nash, 
Ipswich. July 30. 
Fripay, Aug. 9, 1861 


Coorzn, James, Miller, Wooton-bridge, Isle of ‘Wight. Sols. Hearn & 
Mew, Newport, Isle of Wight. July 15. 
Evans, Enocu, Baker, |, Howard-road, Stoke Newington, Middlesex. Sol. 
Heri » hs ‘Wardrobe-place, Doctor’ 's-commons, London, July 23. 
BEDERICK Joun, Cabinet Maker, Totnes, Devon. Sols. Messrs. 
lock, Totnes. July il. 
Getpart, Ropert, Shopkeeper, Hope. Mansell, Hereford. Sols. Carter & 


Sol. Simpson, 


Goold, Newnham. Aug. 2. 

Kipngy, Rickarp, Tallow ape Bridgwater, Somersetshire. Sol. 
Reed, Bridgwater. July 10 

Lyppow, Cuaxtes, Colliery "Proprietor, Taunton, Somersetshire, and 
as egy Glamorganshire, Sols. Trenchard & Harrison, Taun- 

» duly 16 

Mackin, Martin, Builder, Staple iy oar g Winchester, Sol. God- 
win, 4, Essex-court, Temple, London. Aug. 2 

Mansiiate, Joun, Reopen, Cardiff, Glamorganshire. Sol. Paul, 1, Sise- 
lane, London, July 20 

Saux, CHARLES Wactan, JoHN Storey, WittraM TuEoporE Storey, 

osEPH SAMUEL StorEY, Merchants, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Sols. 

Hodge & Harle, Wellington-pl. Pilgrim- st. Newcastle-upon-Tyne. July 24. 

Wmrsnat, Epwin, Watchmaker, Newport, Monmouthshire. So/. Cath- 
cart, Deck-street, Newport, July 19- 

Bankruypts. 
Turspay, Aug. 6, 1861, 

Brnnerr, Tuomas Haus, & Josern Hate Bennett, Builders and House 
Decorators, Leckhampton. Gloucestershire. Com. Hill: Aug. 19, and 

i ay pees at 11; Bristol. Og Ass. Miller. Sol, Williams, Cheltenham. 


— me Publican and Wine and Spirit Merchant, Sunderland . 


Com, Ellison : Aug. 15, and Sept. 18, at 11; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
yoy Baker. Sols, Ranson & Son, and W. J. Young, Sunderland. 
i.) 








Exsam, WittiaM, & James Francis WaAuLAcE, East India Merchants, 82, 
Gresham-house, Old Broad-street, London. Com. Fane: Aug. 19, at s 
and 17, at 11; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. Pennell. Sois. Mason, 
Sturt, & Mason, 7, Gresham- street, London. Pet. Aug 2. 

Gipss, CHARLES, Baker, Grocer, and Provision Dealer, Droitwich, Worces- 
tershire. Com. Sanders: Aug. 19, and Sept. 9, at 11; Bi 
Off. Ass. Kinnear. Sol. Holyoake, Droitwich, or James & Knight, Bir- 
mingham. Pet. July 30. - 

Lyon, Epwarb, & JoszpH GreENwoop, Builders, Huyton Quarry, Lanca- 
shire. Com. Perry: Aug. 15, and Sept. 9, at 11; Liverpool. Off. Ass. 

r. Sols. Evans, Son, & Sandys, Liverpool. Pet. Tay 31. 

Moss, Josepn, Wholesale Clothier, 149, Houndsditch, London. Com. 
Fane: Aug. 16, at 12.30, and Sept. 20, at 1.30; Basinghall-street. Of. 
= 's Whitmore. Sols. Sole, Turner, & Turner, | 68, Aldermanbury. Pet. 

ug. 2 

Pearce, James, Chemist, Kidderminster, Worcestershire. Com, Sanders: 
Aug. 19, and Sept. 9,at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. 
Saunders & & Son, Kidderminster, or James & Knight, Birmingham. 

ug. 2 

PoRTER, JAMES, Boot and Shoe Maker, Moor-street, Birmingham. Com. 
Sanders: Aug. 16, and Sept. 6, at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Kinnear. 
Sol. Mole, Birmingham. Pet. Aug. 2. 

SovrarD, CaaRLes MattHew, Plumber and Painter, Exeter. Com. An- 
drews: Aug. 17, at 11, and Sept. 25, at 12; a Of. Ass. Hirtzel. 
Sol. Fryer, St. Thomas’s, Exeter. Pet. Aug. 2 

Witson, Georez, & Joun Witson, Carpet Manufacturers, Heckmondwike, 
Yorkshire. Com. Ayrton: Aug. 19, and Sept. 16, at 11; Leeds. OF. 
Ass. Ll Sol. Iveson, Heckmondwike, or Bond & Barwi Barwick, Leeds. 


Pet. July 
Fripay, Aug. 9, 1861. 

BaRneETT, Georce, Butcher, 21, Felix-ter., Liverpool-rd., Islington, Middle- 
sex. Com. Fonblanque: Aug. 23, atl. 30, and Sept. 11, at 1; Basinghall 
street. Off. Ass. Graham. ‘Sols. Depree & Austen, 23, Lawrence-lane, 
Cheapside, London. Pet. Aug. 5. 

Exsam, Wittiam, & James FRANCIS Ip ony East India Merchants, 82, 
Gresham House, Old Broad-street, Lond: Com. Goul! 
at 1. and Sept. 17, at 11; Daceahietl-ateest:: 
Mason, Sturt, & Mason, te ‘Gresham-street, Lendon. Pet. Aug. 2. 

Firt, FREDERICK WaRkNzE, Machinist, Selborne, near Alton, Hants. Com. 
Fonblanque: Aug. 21, and Sept. 11, at 2; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. 
Stansfeld. is. Pownall, Son, & Cross. Staple-inn, London, and Edge- 
cumbe & Cole, Portsea. Pet. Aug. 8 

Fox, FREDERICK Francis, Tailor, 131, ; Fenchurch- -street, London. Com. 
Fane: Aug. 23, at 1, and Sept. 20, at 11.30; Basinghall-street. Of. 
es Cannan. Sol. Few & Cole, 40, Wellington- street, Southwark. Pet. 

ug, 8 

GaRTON, “James, & Danist Brown, Hardware & Fancy Goods Dealers, 
Manchester. Aug. 23, and Sept. 13, at 12; Manchester. Off. Ass. 
Fraser. Sols. G. & R. W. Marsland, Manchester. Pet. July 31. 

Hates, Jonn, Common Brewer, Wakefield, Yorkshire. Com. West: Aug. 
20, and Sept. 20, at 11; Leeds. Off. Ass. Young. Sols. Brown, Wake- 
field; or Cariss, Leeds. Pet. Aug. 3. 

Harter, Richarp Henry, Merchant, Halifax. Com. West: Aug. 20, 
and Sept. 20, at 11; Leeds. Off. Ass. Young. = Stocks & Frank- 
lin, Halifax ; or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. ry? 3. 

JosePH, NATHAN Aazon, hon poy of Foreign Goods, 19, Vine-street, Min- 
ories, London (N. A. Joseph & Co.) Com. Fonblanque : Aug. 21, at 1; 
and Sept. 11, at 1.30; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. — Sols. 
Spyer & Son, 8, Broad- street-buildings, London. Pet. Aug. 6. 

LEE, GEORGE Ketsey, Linen and Woollen Draper, Sunderland. Com. 
Ellison: Atig. 21, and Sep. 18, at 12; Newcastle- a 08- Ass. 
Baker. Soils. J. J. & G, W. Wright, Sunderland. Pet. Aug. 

Nicks, Tomas Joan, Provision Merchant, 86, Tower hill, Fn te Com. 
Evans: Aug. 22, at 11.30, and Sep. 12, at 1; Basinghall-street. Of. 
Ass. Bell. Sol. Peddell, Cheapside. Pet. Ang. 7. 

PassLey, WILLIAM, Builder & Cabinet Maker, Martock, Somersetshire. 
Com. Andrews: Aug. 19, at 11, and Sep. a 12; Exeter. Of. Ass. 
Hirtzel. Sol. Floud, Exeter. Pet. Aug. 8 

Raeian, Tuomas, Stationer, 5&7, Millgate- street, Wigan, Lancashire. 
Aug. 41, and Sep. 11, at 12; Manchester. Off. Ass. Fraser. Sol. Dar- 
lington, Wigan. Pet. Aug. "3. 

Witxinson, Gzorcs, Butcher, Swinton, Wath-upon-Dearne, Yorkshire. 
Com. West: Aug. 24, and Sept. 28, at 10; Sheffield. Off. Ass. Brewin. 
Sols. Smith & Burdekin, Sheffield. Pet. Aug. 7. 


MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 
Turspay, Aug. 6, 1861. 

Bagsuaw, Jonn, Lodging-house Keeper, Dovercourt, near Harwich, Essex. 
Aug. 27, at 12; Basinghall-street.—BaTgeMan, BENJAMIN, Tea Dealer 
and Grocer, Norwich (Bateman & Co.) Aug. 28, at 11.30; Basinghall- 
street.—CuskeEr, Joun, Cotton Waste Dealer, Hanover-street, Manches- 
ter. Aug. 27, at '2; Manchester.—Dawss, Carusrins, & CHARLEs 
Fippian, jun., Coffin Furniture and Malleable Nail Manufacturers, Bir- 
mingham. Sept. 2, at 11; Birmingham.—Fostsr, Davip Gsorcs, 
Ironmonger and Metal Dealer, St. John’s-square, Clerkenwell, Middle- 
sex. Aug. 27, at 2; Basinghall-street—HammMonp, WILLIAM PARKER, 
Ship Owner and East India Agent, Scott’s-yard, Bush-lane, London. 
Aug. 27, at 1.30; Basinghall-street.—Hrit1ar, Winti1aM, Hotel Keeper, 
Eastham, Cheshire. Sept. 3, at 11; Liverpool.—Mxtior, WitiiaM, 
Butcher and Cattle Dealer, Alderley, Cheshire. Aug. 30, at 12; Man- 
chester.—Moorr, Joun, Ironmonger, 86, Chalton-street, Euston-road, 
Middlesex. Aug. 28, at_ 10.30; Basinghall-street,—Morr, THomas, 
Cabinet Maker and Upholsterer, Salisbury, Wilts. Aug. 28, at 12; 
Basinghall-street.—Pgacock, Ricnarp, Licensed Victualler, Sportsman 
Tavern, Southwark Bridge-road, Surrey. Aug. 28, AS 11; Basinghall- 
street.—RoruweLt, James, Manufacturer, Ridge Mill Ramsbottom, 
Lancashire. Aug. 30, at 12; Manchester.—Rorte, Gores, Flint Glass 
Manufacturer, Sutton, near St. Helen's, Lancashire. Sept. 3, at 11; 
Liverpool.—Stmcox, GEoRGE "Seen Carpet Man Hendham 
Vale, Collyhurst, Manchester. Aug. 30, at 12; Manchester, ~_Srewant, 
Joun, Ironfounder and Boiler Maker, Preston, Lancashire. Aug. 27, at 

12; Manchester.—Srmons, THOMAS, Leather a and _ 45 

Princes-terrace, Caledonian road, Islington, 36, St. 

Clerkenwell, Middlesex. Aug. 29, at 11; acingball Pt pes ng 

Joun, jun., Licensed Victualler, 5, Little Ormond-street, Middlesex. 

Aug. 16, at 1; Basinghall-street. ~~ WEBSIBR, Wituun Hecgs, Corn 

— and. Baker, Chipping Ongar, Essex. Aug, 27, at 1; Basing. 

hall-street. 








700 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Ave. 10, 1861, 








Faay, Aug. 9, 
‘en, JonN, Tanner and Farmer, oathneld Ses: Axe: 
t. 


, ROBERT, 
sey, Surrey. Aug. 31, at 12. 30: 
yawn, Wine & St Merchant, i 
—Dawes, Preen sol 
Malleable Nail Manufacturers, Bi 
ham. pa ng Carus, Jun., Lea! 


. 33, at it; 
Bermond- 


Leather fe ea 

chester. Sept. 3, at 12; Manchester.—G@. gk Fae 
Broker, Liverpool. Sept. 3, at 11; Tivelgion lames, ABRAHAM 
Henry, and Tuomas Roserts, Baflders, ort, Monmouthshire 
Oct. 7, at 11; BristoL—LapLer, Witt, and Shoe Manufrc- 
turer, Aug. 21, at 12; Newcastle-u .—-NEECH, 
Jour, Miter & Coat Merchant, ‘Aylsham; Norfolk. Sept. 5, at 11; Bas- 
inghall-street.— PENNELL, SPENCER Percival, Commission Merchant, 
Liverpool. 30, at 11; pit strd SHANLEY, PaTrick, Boot and 
Shoe Maker, r. Aug. 30, at 12; Manchester.—Vickets, 
Axcursatp. Cotton Spinner, Disley, Cheshire. Aug. 30, at 12; Man- 
chester.— WISEMAN, JouN, Printer, Bookseller, & Stationer, Luton, Bed- 
fordshire. Aug. 31, at 11.30; Basinghall-street. 


> 
> 


Lire-t1xe Pogtsatrs for the album or the stereoscope, are taken daily, by 
Mr. Chappuis, 69, Fleet-street, photographer and publisher of the best 
portraits of Lord Palmerston and other celebrities. Album or visiting 
card likenesses taken at 5s.; copies 1s.,or 10 for 10s. Sere: 
78. 64.; copies, 2s. N.B. Previous appointment necessary. Children 
photographed by instantaneous process.— Apv. 

Tae cpg 's PHorocRAPHER.—Mr. Chappuis, 69, Fleet-street, is now 
working with new instrument purposely constructed for taking instan- 
‘per i of children, &c. N.B. Previous appointment necessary 
—ADY 











ENES for the NOBILITY and GENTRY. 
WINES for the ARMY and NAVY. 
WINES for the CLERICAL, LEGAL, and MEDICAL PROFESSIONS. 
WINES for PRIVATE FAMILIES. 
PURE and UNADULTERATED GRAPE WINES from the SOUTH of 


VENDED by the PROPRIETORS of the VINEYARDS. 


THE FRENCH VINEYARD ASSOCIATION 
have taken extensive cellarage at the West-end of soe for the purpose 
of introducing Frewcu Wines only to the British public at Frenca Tr. 
Prices; and the members of that tion being proprietors of ‘the 
most esteemed growths in France, the Bao a 8 Gentry, and Families 
patronising such Wines, will become assured of their genuineness. 
THE EMPRESS PORT, 
20s. per dozen. Sent free, bottles included, to any British Railway Sta- 
tion, on receipt of an Order on Charing-cross Post-office for 22s. 6d., pay- 
able to A. Rophe, Director. 
THIS EMPRESS PORT, 
is pure grape, of first-class quality, and delicious taste; the very for Wine 
family consumption. 
CHAMPAGNE, equal to Moet’s, 42s. 
SPARKLING BURGUNDY 
(* The Glorious Bumper”) at 48s. per. dozen. 
Pure CLARETS from 16s. to 84s. per dozen. 
Tariffs of other Wines sent post free. 
Cheques requested to be crossed “‘ London and Westminster Bank.” 
FRENCH VINEYARD ASSOCIATION, 
32, Recent Circus, PiccaDILiy, Lonpon, 1861. 


OOD DOUBLE GLOUCESTER CHEESE, 
74. and 744. per Ib. 
FINE LARGE CHEESE, weighing | cwt. each, 8d. per Ib. 
RIPE STILTON, 104. and 1s. per !b. The Connoisseur’s Delight, 15d 
SMALL BREAKFAST TONGUES, 3s. 6d. the half-dozen. 
SMOKED OX TONGUES, 2s. 3d. each, or three for 6s. 6d. 
PINE HAMS, 744. and 84. per lb, 


OSBORNE’S PEAT-SMOKED BREAKFAST BACON 
cellent cure, 


BUTTER in perfection, at reasonable rates. 
A saving of 15 per cent. is effected by the gaa at this establishmer 
on all first-class provisions. Packages gratis. 
OSBORNE’S CHEESE WAREHOUSE, 
OSBORNE HOUSE, 30, LUDGATE-HILL, 
Wear Bt. Paul’ 5 EL. 


HOSE WHO ARE ABOUT “TO FURNISH 
should visit G. L THOMPSON’S extensive Stock of Furnishing Ircn- 
mongery, Electro-Silver Plate, Fenders, Fire-frous, Japan and Pap. -r 
Maché Trays, Baths, Toilette Furniture, Gas Chandeliers, Moderator 
Lamps. Allarticles marked in plain figures. 
THOMPSON'S Electro Silver Spoons, 36s.; Forks, 34s. dozen, 
THOMPSON'S Ivory Balance Table Knives, 16s., 22s., 28s. dozen. 
25, FINSBURY-PAVEMENT, LONDON, E.C. 
Carriage paid to Railway Stations, Send for a Furnishing List. 
IMPORTER OF PURE COLZA OIL. 


TH\RELOAR’S CORK FLOOR CLOTH, or KAMP- 
TULICON, COCOA NUT MATTING, and DOOR MATS. Best 
quality and moderate prices. 


T. TRELOAR, Manufacturer, 42, Ludgate-hill, London, 





is now in ex 








ee or PATENT INDIA- RUBBER 

AND CORK FLOORCLOTH. ‘Warm, noiseless, and impervious 
to damp, as supplied to the Houses of it; British pth per 
— Castle, Buckingham Palace, and numerous public and private 
offices. 


F. G. TRESTRAIL & Co., 19 & 20, Walbrook, London, E.C. 
winnaar! London rem Lambeth. 


URNITURE CARRIAGE FREE. —_RICHARD 
LOADER and Co. have just published a new and elaborate ILTT§. 
TRATED FURNISHING GUIDE, comprising 216 well executed deg 
of Cabinet and Upholstery Furniture, Iron Bedsteads, &c., which ch way 
had on‘application, gratis and post free, Every article ait 
delive free to any part of the United Kingdom, ufactory 
and Show Rooms, 23 and 24, Finsbury-pavement, London, E.C. 
*,* An inspection is respectfully invitea before purchasing a 


ICTURE FRAMES.—Cheap and Good Gilt ai 
for Oil Paixtings,2 4 by 24, 4 inches wide, 20s, Ornamental F; 

for Drawings, 14> 7 10,4 2, . The Art Union Prints, framed in 
superior style, at the lowest prices. Neat gilt frames, for the Illus 
Portraits, Is. 6d. each. Gilf Room Bordering at 4s. per yard. , 
ings cleaned, lined, and restored; old frames re-gilt equal to new, — 
trade and country dealers supplied with ait and boro wood moul 4 
print, &c, German Prints 5s. per dozen. Neat = HP iy ne Ty 
with glass complete, Is. 6d. each. CHARLES r, Gilder, 
Mount Maker. and Print Geller. 36, Holborn, opposite a Canine lane. 








EYZOR and BENDON’S TWO GUINEA BIN. 
OCULAR FIELD or OPERA GLASS sent oe free, on 


ceipt of post-office order, to any part of the U 


' extraordinary power of this instrument renders if adapted tokabee 


combined purposes of telescope and opera glass. It define 
distinctly at ten miles distance; is suitable for thé théatre, Hag 
sportsmen, tourists, and general out-door obseryations, ly to 
tained of KEYZOR and BENDON ta to Harris an eon), @ Opti... 
cians, 50, High Holborn, London, W 

Tilustrated Price List of Optical asd Mathemtatical Instruments free, on 
receipt of two stamps. 





AS. GOOD AS GOLD. 


Vi ] ATCH CHAINS and every kind of Jewellery 

double-coated, with pure gold, and impossible to be told from 
gold Jewellery, though only one-tenth its cost. Made in the newest 
patterns by workmen used to solid gold work. Unequalled for wear. Illus- 
trated circulars post free for a stamp. 


Henry Escotr & 0., 1, Fisher-street, Red Lion-square, London, W.6. 


LBION SNELL, Watchmaker and Jeweller, has 

removed to his New Premises, 114, High Holborn, seven doors 

east of King-street, where he respectfully solicits an inspection of his new 
and well-selected stock. 








JYpOpeis of SHIPS or BOATS made to Scale 

or Order. Blocks, deadeyes, anchors, canon, flags, figure-heads, 
&c., and every article used in fitting up models of ships, cutter and 
schooner yachts, screw and paddle boats. Models cleaned and repaired. 
Models of any description made for evidence in actions at law. Tnsiga 
burgees, and signal flags made to order. 

W. STEPHENS, the Model Dockyard, No. 23, Trinity-square, Tower- 
hill, near Barking Churchyard, E.C. 


IR W. BURNETT, Director-General of the Medical 
Department of the Navy, recommended BORWICK’S BAKING 
POWDER in preference to every other, for the use of her Majesty’s Navy, 
because it was more wholesome—smore effective—would kee longer—and 
was in all respects superior to every other manufactured. Pleasing testi- 
monials as to its superior excellence have also been received from the 
Queen’s Private Baker; Dr. Hassall, Analyst to the Lancet; Cone 
Allen Young, of the Arctic yacht “ Fox, ” and other scientific men 
everywhere in ld., 2d,, 4d., and 6d. packets ; and Is., 9s. 6d... sd Ob 
boxes. 
When yon ask for Borwick’s Baking Powder, see that you it it, as 
complaints have been made of shopkeepers substituting wortiHess art 
made from inferior and inexpensive ingredients, because they are realiz- 
ing a iarger pte y them. 





M R. HOW ARD, ‘Surgeon Dentist, 52, Fleet-street 
has introduced an entirely new description of ARTIFICIAL TEETH, 
fixed without springs, wires, or ligatures. They so perfectly resemble the 
natural teeth as not to be distinguished from the ciginate by the closest 
observer; they will never change colour or decay, and will be found 
superior to any teeth ever before used. This method does not require the 
extraction of roots, or any painful operation, will su and preserve 

teeth that are Joose, and is guaranteed to restore articulation and masti- 
Decayed teeth stopped, and rendered sound and useful in masti- 





cation. 
cation 
52, Fleet-street, At home from 10 till 5. 


YEST SETS OF | TEETH.—EDWD. MILES & - 
SON, Dentista, invite the attentionof persons desirous to yi 
the ECONOMY and DURABILITY of their best and newest work in 4 
of TELE of every description ; adapted without pain or extraction, wit 
improvements, the result of 20 a active practice, Their 2s. work 
post free, or extracts gratis. Toothache for the most part cured without 
extraction. Best stopping with gold, &. 


15, Liverpool-street, Bishopsgate Chureh, City, E.C; 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 

The Fifth Congress of the‘Social Science Association 
was opened at Dublin on Wednesday last. Lord 
Brougham delivered the inaugural address as President, 
in the evening of the same day, to a vast assemblage of 
persons. After a rapid historical review of the progress 
of the natural sciences, introduced for the purpose of 
showing that they were all subject to the law of gradual 
advance and slow development—the noble lord pro- 
ceeded to point out that the science of social life must be 
controll the same conditions. The different outlines 
of the subject-matters about to be discussed were then 
indicated and commented upon ee in the 
following order—jurisprudence, education, health, re- 
formation of criminals, temperance, and female employ- 
ment. Jurisprudence, as being the most important of 
the ts, was taken first; and in reviewing 
what taken place last year, his lordship ob- 
served that the suggestions made by the society 
as to the Patent Law and the rts on Private 
Bill Legislation had, as yet, produced no fruit. 
But he was enabled to state that the propositions made 

Vice-Chancellor Sir W. P. Wood on the subject of 
itable trusts had been to a great extent adopted by 

the Charity Commsssioners under the Duke of New- 
castle. These proposals, as our readers will recollect, were 
discussed by the Law Amendment Society in January 
last, and this approval on the part of the Commissioners 
may be considered a decisive step in the direction of a 
future amendment of the law of mortmain. After 
alluding to the new Bankruptcy Act, the President de- 
voted much consideration to the history of the question 
of consolidation, congratulating the Association on the 
passing of five Acts, containing a digest of the main 
y of the criminal law. This result he attributed 
mainly to the exertions of the society, associating with 
those exertions the names of Messrs. Bellenden Ker, 
‘Starkie, Greaves, and Lonsdale ; and to the labours of Sir 
Fitzroy Kelly. Lord Kingsdown’s Act for amending 
the law as to the wills of British subjects abroad, and 
Mr. Villiers's Irremoveable Poor Act, next came under 
review ; all with a oe aya Bg — 
quis o! icarde’s posal for extending to Ire- 
land the same tant collecting judicial statistics 
as that which prevails in England, his Lordship passed 
to another department. questions were thence- 
forth more sparingly touched upon. It may be added, 
however, that the examination of Captain Crofton’s 
system of dealing with criminals, as exhibited in Ireland, 
was made a leading feature of the programme. “ Here,”’ 
says Lord Brougham, speaking of Freland, “the problem 
has been solved how to deal with convicts, and send 
them forth cured, instead of subject to relapse, infecting 
others—criminals and the teachers of crime.” The 
international questions which were likely to engage the 
society's attention were alluded to. rd Brougham 
referred to the system of pnatien of judges which 
revailed in France, and added, “ In England there is no 


aw against pe but eae universally dis- 


eountenanced, and very rarely take place. In seventy years 
that I have radeon ape: I only suansabet teeta 
stances of a puisne being made a chief; for the case of 
Sir V. Gibbs was that of an Attorney-General 

after being, from accidental circumstances, a puisne 
Judge. t would at once interfere were such 
advancements ever made, except in very peculiar cir- 





cumstances.” We do not observe throughout the ad- 
dress any strong indication of further proposed changes 
in any vv branch of jurisprudence. It was, 
perhaps, felt by the speaker that the recommendation 
of practical measures of legal reform was not his 

iate task, and that generally to record and pass ap 

ion on what had been done was all that required of 
the President of the Association, on the occasion of an 
opening address. Lord pon B99 reception was most 
enthusiastic. At the close of his address, he was con- 
gratulated in eloquent terms by the Lord Lieutenant, 
the Right Hon. Mr. Fitzgerald, and the Duke of 
a The business of the session 
on the following day. Abstracts of some of the more 
ae on juridical subjects we hope to be 
able to lay 


— 
ore our readers 

It is not often that the tranquil flow of judicial ad- 
ministration is disturbed by such an incident as that 
which occurred in the Court of Bankruptcy on Monday. 
An announcement by Mr. Commissioner Fane not only 
took the members of the bar who were present by 
surprise, but afforded no little astonishment to the rest 
of the profession remaining in London, who found, in 
the Tuesday-morning papersan invitation to Basinghall- 
street to hear the judge read a letter which he had ad- 
dressed to Lord Palmerston, “‘ expressing his feelings as 
to the manner in which the commissioners had been 
treated by the new Bankruptcy Bill, now to become 
law.” They,were relieved from sus on the follow- 
ing day, by finding that the commissioner had yielded 
to the arguments of a gentleman, in whose judgment he 
placed confidence, and upon his recommendation had re- 
solved to postpone reading the letter until the re-as- 
sembly of the legal world after the holidays. The 
commissioner is reported to have expressed regret at the 
disappointment he had -occasioned, which would not, 
however, be of long duration, for that, after the vaca- 
tion, he should certainly read the letter. Whereupon, 
amidst much laughter, we are informed, the assembly 
dispersed. We sincerely trust that the learned commis- 
sioner will be dissuaded from carrying out his resolu- 
tion; and that the arguments of the gentleman on 
whose judgment he relies will be employed to show that 
if it be unwise to read the letter when the legal 
world is out of town, it will be no less indiscreet to do 
so upon its return. We are not surprised that this 
escapade of the learned commissioner has struck the 
public mind with a strong sense of itsimpropriety. A letter 
addressed in a formal manner to Lord Palmerston, merely 
as a vehicle for expressing the writer's opinions, and pub- 
lished in the usual way, would have been harmless 
enough ; and we cannot suppose that a re tation 
made to one of the numerous critics of the yee 
Bill during its progress through Parliament would 
have been neglected. We believe the views of Mr. Com- 
missioner Fane would have met with the attention 
which is due to his experience and known ability. In- 
deed, we remember, some three years since, the publi- 
cation of s tions by the learned commissioner on 
this very subject, which were extensively circulated, 
and one, at least, of which —the abolition of the distinction 
between bankruptcy and insolvency—has been carried 
out. The strong objections which, if we recollect right, 
he there expressed to the system of private arrange- 
ments with creditors have been obviated, in a great 
measure, by the provisions in the new Act for the 
registration of deeds of composition. But as the 
address on Monday last seems to point to the personal 
ne of the commissioners, we can only guess that 

r. Commissioner Fane's grounds of dissatisfaction 
with the measure are private rather than public, 
and conclude that the letter to the Premier is not 
in very flattering terms. Under ges gg 
in the unfortunate demonstration which has been 
threatened and all but made, we can see nothing 
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= a ag ce of decorum, if _ of ee A 
That a judge should write a complaint of part o 
the law “aud he is bound to se os sia after it 
has passed through Parliament; that he should ad- 
dress himself, not to either branch of the Legislature, 
not to the Attorney-General, or the Lord Chancellor, 
who had eharge of the Bill, but to the Premier during 
the recess; and that he should select his own court as 
the place in which to state his objections, and invite 
the legal profession to attend and hear him, is a 
combination of errors, which we should have thought 
it impossible that any judicial officer of the Crown 
could have dreamt of itting. The Master of 
ee a a ee Build- 
Bill, but he has not tho 


ht fit to denounce 
the measure from his seat in the House. He has 
been content, with no loss of dignity, and we doubt not 
with adequate effect, to petition the House of Lords 
ee dee ee Even the messengers 
the Bankruptcy Court took time by the forelock, 
and did not wait till the Bill had become law before 
raised their = er compensation and sinecures. 
And why Lord erston should be held answer- 
able any more than any other member of the Legis- 
lature or the wrongs inflicted by Parliament, it is 
difficult to understand. We are glad to know that the 
unk is at present — : Stony of a there > 
i a locus penitentic, and the dignity of the benc 
need not wholly be sacrificed. The outcry of indigna- 
tion and ridicule that has been raised by the press 
must warn the learned commissioner that a violation of 
judicial gravity is keenly felt by the public, and is resented 
with prompt instinct. We, on behalf of the legal pro- 
fession, must equally protest against so injurious an 
error. Exhibitions of want of dignity on the bench 
though rare, have been endured for the sake of compen- 
sati erits; but that the authority of the judgment 
seat should be employed in assailing the Legislature, 
on behalf of the private grievance of a judge, is a thing 
which no community in this country will ever tolerate. 


The Bishop of Salisbury, in a recent charge, has 
announced the commencement of a prosecution against 
the Rev. Dr. Rowland Williams, vicar of Broad Chalk, 
Wilts, on account of the article on “ Bunsen’s Biblical 
Researches,” contributed to “Essays and Reviews.’ 
The articles are fifteen in number. They set forth 
certain from the essay, and charge that they 
s which are antagonistic to certain of the 
igion. They also article and object that in 

passages the defendant had advisedly 


0 
Articles of Rel 
certain specifi 
maintained and affirmed certain doctrines, positions, or 
opinions, which they proceed to deseribe in other words, 


and declare that the same are contrary to certain of the 
Articles of Religion, to one of the Creeds, and to the 
pee J of the Church. further article and 
object that in certain passages the writer has advisedly 
maintained and affirmed that certain canonical books of 
the Old Testament are not authentic, and have no 
authority binding on the Church, and charge that the 
doctrine thus maintained is con’ to the Articles of 


ee oe teaching of the ’ 
the and manner of making deacons; and after an 
enumeration of other omg. they are summarized. in 
the following terms the seventeenth article :-— 
“ And we further article and, object to you, the said 
Rev. —— y = —_ est 2 ne. 
scope, object, design the w issay is to 
ineuleate a disbelief in the Divine inspiration and 
authority of the Holy Scriptures contained in the 
Old and New Testament, to reduce the said Holy Serip- 
to the level of a mere human composition, such 
writings of Luther and of Milton; to deny thatthe 
Testament contains ies or ions of our 
Saviour and other persons and events; to deny that the 
prophets, speaking under the special inspiration of the 


‘of members. Some are returns 





Holy Spirit, foretold human events ; to deny altogether, 
or greatly discredit the truth and genuineness of the 
historical portions of the Old Testament, and the truth 
and genuineness of certain parts of the New Testament, 
and the truth and reality of the miracles recorded as 
facts in the Old and New Testament; to deny or inter. 
pret by a ing at variance with that ot the Church 
the doctrines of original sin, of infant baptism, of justi- 
fication by faith, atonement and propitiation by the 
death of our Saviour, and of the incarnation of our 
Saviour.” The cause is so far progressed that it will 
probably be ready for hearing next term. 


It is announced that the opening of the New Library 
at the Middle Temple by the Prince of Wales, will take 
aad shortly before the beginning of next Michaelmas 

erm. It is proposed that a body of members of the 
Society, being also volunteers of the Inns of Court regi- 
ment, should form a guard of honour on the occasion; 
and those who desire to be of the number are requested 
Oompa their names to the orderly room, Lincoln's 


Mr. Charles Pearson, the city solicitor, who has for some 
time been very seriously indisposed, is now considered ont of 
danger; and it is probable that in the course of a few weeks he 
will be able to resume his professional duties. 


ie 
> 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS OF THE. SESSION 
RELATING TO THE LAW AND LAWYERS, 





L 
The means of forming an independent opinion on the 
legislative measures of the day are neither abundant nor 
accessible in proportion to the growth of journalism. 
Advoeacy of icular interests or views is sufficiently 
tiful. for instance, a Bankruptcy Bill be pen- 
ing, all kinds ofarticles, official, commercial, territorial, 
and critical, are daily and weekly out through 
a score of newspapers. The tactics followed add variety 
to the arguments. Suppressio veri, suggestio fala, 
argumentum ad hominem, or ad verecundidm, or ad vim, 
ener ose divisions of the labour of periodi 
literature. t will not the truth be brought out at 
last? Is not the public the ultimate judge to detect, by 
the aid of unlimited licence of advocacy, the weak and 
strong points of every one of the parties before it? 
Doubtless. the public might exercise judicial faculties, 
if it had the advantage of hearing both sides and every 
iene oe In one sense, indeed; all sides are 
heard : divide the public into sections, and every sec- 
tion hears its advocate. Every section may, if it will, 
be waited upon, flattered, ed, fooled, or frenzied to 
the top of its bent. Pinning his faith on ing arti- 
cles many a man has the editorial finger for the centre 
pats ny gy this reproach por cape 
ot . Their peculiar experience teaches t 
that it is better to go to the fountain head than to follow 
devious and tainted streams. We have thought it well, 
therefore, to bring before our readers, in an orderly 
manner, and within a short compass, a view of the 
papers relating to the law and lawyers; which in some 
cases have served Parliament as a ground for measures 
during the past session, in others may probably furnish 
materials or motives for future measures, and in others 
_ are intended to show the working of past legisla- 
. The rs may: be classed under “vary 
heads :—1, - apers re a i to legislation i i . 0 
the Crown, courts, and canes and other j i 
pect of the administration of the law. 3. 
and the execution of the criminal law. 4. - t 


greatest are 
on ao aie 
pursuant to Acts 
of Parliament. Some are papers presented.to the Houses 


papers the 
returns made to one House or the o 
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the 
ied in view is to give to our readers such information 
of all the papers which are likely to be specially interest- 
ing to the profession as will, at least, acquaint them with 
the existence of, and enable them to identify every such 
, we shall mention all, with the distinctive numbers 

of such as are n Our collective notice of the 


contents of the papers must necessarily be limited. 
1. LEGISLATION, 


The Report from the Select Committee on Expiring 
Laws (H. C. 304) shows what temporary laws of a 
ublic and general nature are now in force, and what 
aws of the like nature have expired since the last 
report upon the subject ; and also what laws of the like 
nature are about to expire at particular periods, or in 
consequence of any contin public events ; and con- 
tains observations of the committee thereupon. The 
last preceding was made on the 11th of June, 
1860. The present contains a register of the temporary 
laws now in force; an index o temporary laws under 
two classes—1, where the duration is certain; 2, where 
it is uncertain; an index to laws expired since the 
last report; and an index of the subject matter of the 
Acts reported. Amiong the first of the two classes may 
be mentioned the hg e and Capitular Estates 
Management, Copyhold Inclosure and Tithe Commis- 
sions, Turnpike (G. B.), Divorce Court, Ecclesiastical 
Jurisdiction, Poor Law and Incumbered Estates (West 
Indies) Acts. Among those of the second class, the 
Extradition, Bank of England, and East India Com- 
pany’s Dividend Acts. This report must not be con- 
nected with the Statute Law Revision Act passed last 
session, which is a measure not dealing with expired or 
spent Acts, but confined to Acts virtual iy although not 
specifically repealed. But for other ag nar of con- 
solidation or rather of reduction of the statute book, 
a comparison of each with its successor of these reports 
made from year to year will be a valuable index of 
expired Acts. In the matter of actual consolidation, if 
Mr. Coode will allow the word on the present occa- 
sion, the thirty who, including the principal lawyers in 
the Commons, were selected to consider the Criminal 
Law Bills, have reported their proceedings in detail 
(H. C. 240). The committee sat eight times, the 
Solicitor-General in the chair, two sittings being de- 
liberative of the course of proceeding, and three 
devoted to the Offences against the Person Bill. Four 
of the Bills were disposed of at one and the last sitting. 
Out of the thirty the names of four, six, or seven only 
appear in many of the divisions of the committee. 


2. ADMINISTRATION. 


The papers ting the international action of the 
Government hold the first rank, The case of the 
fugitive slave Anderson, and the United States 
blockade, have each furnished a correspondence pre- 
sented by the Queen’s command. The Anderson pa 

has fifty-one pages, containing twenty letters with 
numerous enclosures. General Cass siakes his applica- 
tion to our chargé ig note at Washington, who 
communicates with the Foreign Secretary, who com- 
municates with the Colonial Rater’, who communi- 
cates with the Governor of Canada, instructing him to 
take such measures as are warranted by the law of 
Canada to deliver up the fugitive. The Colonial 
Minister, having afterwards received a copy of the 
Toronto judgments, writes to the governor ‘that the 
case “is one of the gravest possible importance, and her 
Majesty’s Government are not satisfied that the 
declalon of the court at Toronto is in conformity 
with the view of the Srety which has hitherto 
guided the authorities in this country.” The go- 
vernor is to abstain in any case from completing t 

extradition. He writes for instructions that he may be 
prepared on the decision of the a The habeas 








703, 
‘Queen’s command. As one object which we | the only thing now necessary is for the governors to 
bY i facilitate the action of the Queen’s Bench at West- 


minster. This writ and the local Common Pleas writ ate 
at Toronto at the same time, racing to Brantford. Mfr. 
Dallas sends home from the legation at London of 
leading articles in the Globe and Times, and of Mr. 
Denman’s and Mr. Fowell Buxton’s letters in the Ti 
and remarks in his own letter on “the 
astuteness” invoked to deféat the treaty, ou 
and uncompromising hostility to social bond 


Pp 

whic: ails hout this country,” and ott 

« eurpeling celerity" with which ‘the Lord Chief 

Justice granted the habeas corpus. 
The ndence 


ness of the information pared 

Euro custom, the reply is that the United States 
notifies the —— individually to = Mag 
approaching the port, inscribing a memoran on the 
ship’s papers ; and further, Fay Salen will be an effective 
blockade of 3,000 miles of coast from Chesapeake Ba 
to the Rio Grande. Mr. Seward promises a copy of the 
instructions issued to the blockade officers, and an equit- 
able consideration of any case of a British vessel. A noti- 
fication is published of the effective blockade of the- 
ports of Virginia and North Carolina. Mr. Seward 
now finds no precedent for communicating the instruc- 


tions to foreign governments. he 
says, is mere notice of an intention. 1. The blockade 


will be on recognised principles. 2. neutral 
vessels will have the right to enter and ba or 
3. Merchant vessels in port at the time of the block 
will have a reasonable time to depart. Permission is 
asked to send British vessels in ballast from New York 
to bring away stores and timber bought, and, in some 
cases, paid for, by British subjects, and lying at the = 
of Norfolk in Virginia. Mr. Seward refuses, the like 
rule having been enforced against Americans having 
cotton at Norfolk. British vessels arrived in ballast 
for cargo are blockaded. The consuls at Richmond and 
Baltimore write for advice and instructions. 4. Neutral 
vessels in ports for cargo are to be allowed fifteen 
from April 27 for lading and clearing out. 5. 

date of the commencement of the blockade in each 
locality will be fixed by the issue of a notice to the 
blockade officer; but, as appears, will not be officially 
communicated to neutral nations. 

By a letter of June last (H. C. 300) to the Lords of 
the Admiralty, the Fo inister, for the of” 
observing the strictest neutrality between 
States and the “so-styled Confederate States,” has 

pea to interdict the armed ships and privateers of 
fot parties from i rizes into the ports or 
waters of the United Ki om, or of the Queen's 
colonies or ions. 

Taking next in order the House of Lords im its 
judicial capacity, a paper (H. L. 62) has been 
furnished, which, by the side of the Divorce Court 
return to be presently noticed, will afford means for a 
comparison. The paper specifies the petitions for Di- 
voree Bills, and the introduction of Bills from 1800 
to 1860, distinguishing the Ecclesiastical Court where 


the earlier p ings were bad, and stating whether 
the Bill became law. recent years, the petitions and 


Bills were in 1850, seven; 1851, five; since, from two to 
four only in each year. All the Bills in 1850 : 
two failed in the next year; and two out of in 


the next. The number of Billy was in 1880— 
nine, of whieh In many years there were 
not more than two 

Respecting the Courts, the papery which relate to or 
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bear upon the design of giving to the superior courts in 
pon am local ha ani doe the first notice. The 
return (H. C. 84) respecting the Suitors’ Fund, under 
section 63 of the Act of the 5th of the Queen for making 


further visions for the administration of justice, 
gives a balance on the Ist of October last of stock 


£4,119,155 1s. 1d., and cash, £20,054 17s. 8d. The 
total payment thereby for the preceding year to 
retired and present chan officers, and for expenses 
and costs, was £61,338 13s.; and, under the 15 & 16 
Vict. c. 87, surplus interest, amounting to £51,162 9s. 3d., 
was carried to the Suitors’ Fee Fund Account, making 
£112,501 2s. 3d. as the total charge on the 
income of the Suitors’ Fund. The Suitors’ Fee Fund 
Account shows an income from various sources for the 
year ending November last of £158,213 7s. 10d. to 
meet payments of certain other chancery salaries and 
expenses, also salaries and a mu under the Lunacy 
ion Act, and of the ing Office, amounting 
altogether to £156,991 14s. In the Fee Fund there 
was also a balance of cash at that date of £83,537 13s. 8d., 
and stock placed out, £201,028 2s. 3d. The account 
of the superior courts of common law (fee fund), 
(H. C. 443), under the 15 & 16 Vict. c. 73, exhibits at 
the end of 1860 a sum of £99,740 10s. 5d. to the credit 
of the fund, the increase of the annual sum having 
been for each of the last two years about £11,000. 

The Treasury Minute of July, of which a return was 
made to the House of Commons (440), estimates the 
cost of the new law courts at £2,000,000; the 
ig “3 of the Suitors’ Fund, the stock of the Suitors’ 

ee Fund, and the accumulation of surplus common 
law fees (£88,254), which were recommended by the 
Courts and Offices Commission as available for building 
the new courts, the minute estimates as of the value of 
£1,400,000. But the income of the first two funds 

ing, as we have just seen, nearly absorbed by the 
charges on it, a deficiency estimated at £45,000 a year 
would arise to be provided for out of the Consolidated 
Fund; against which deficiency the commissioners pro- 
to appropriate annual surplus fees of the 
mmon Law, Probate, and Admiralty Courts, £22,000 
a-year; but, since in the last two courts the surplus fees 
are carried to the Exchequer, the deficiency would, in 
truth, fall upon the general revenue. The accumulated 
surplus common law fees also are payable into the 
Exchequer, while Parliament votes the salaries of 
the common law establishments; therefore, the minute 
does not admit the argument that the surplus income 
arising from this fund is disposable for special purposes. 
So that, instead of £1,400,000, only £1,311,000 (from the 
Snitors’ Funds) would be available, leaving upon 
£2,000,000 £689,000 as the probable deficiency to be 
voted by Parliament, and an annual charge of £45,000 
also to be voted to meet the deficiency of the income of 
the Suitors’ Funds. The annual charge will abate as 
life compensations fall in, and is valued at £410,000, 
making with the £689,000 a total to which the public 
will be liable, of £1,099,000 (stated at £1,052,000 in 
the minute.) 

The minutes of evidence on the Courts Building Act 
(Money) Bill cH. C. 441) contain the testimony of 
Mr. H. R. Ab (the architect), Mr. Harvey Gem, 
Mr. J. Young, The Master of the Rolls, Mr. T. Hardy, 
Mr. C. Roberts, and Mr. J. J. Johnson. The exact site, 
extending west only as far as Yeates’ and Horseshoe- 
courts, so as not to interfere with Clement’s Inn, is 565 
feet on the Strand side, 595 in Bell-yard, 735 in Carey- 
street and further west, and 375 on the remaining side. 
It is remarkable as having no public building or factory 
in so large an area. Twenty-one courts are thought 
necessary by the Lord Chancellor. There is provision 

also for 710 rooms, and a depository of wills, occupying 


Ae semadpe rye , 617,500 su feet. 
The di of level (sixteen feet and a half) between 
-street and the Strand offers advantages in a 
with a frontage seventy feet high in the Strand. 








A bridge over Fleet-street is not contemplated, as the 
height of vans would render forty steps necessary. 

Among the papers relating to the particular courts is 
a settee C. 92) of the appointment of the commis. 
sion to inquire into the constitution of the Accountant. 
General's department of the Court of Chancery, the 
forms, business, and the custody and management of the 
funds. The commissioners are the Duke of Argyll, 
Lord. Kingsdown, Sir George Grey, Mr. R. W. Craw- 
ford, Mr. P. W. Rogers, Mr. W. @. Anderson, Mr. W. 
S. Cookson, and Mr. E. W. Field. 

Bankruptcy Court Finance for 1860 occupies two 
returns (EL. C. 80, pursuant to 12 & 13 Vict. c. 108, and 
H. C. 106). The accounts are kept under four heads. 
1, The general account of bankrupts’ estates, in which 
there were paid in by the official assignees and others 
£868,323 6s. 9d., and by sale of stock from the Bank- 
ruptcy Fund Account, £79,643 15s.; paid out by orders, 
£383,752 1s. 7d.; and as dividend, £560,312 14s. 4d. 
2. The Bankruptcy Fund Account, the net balance of 
which, on the lst of January, was £1,436,241 6s. 2d. 
Stock. 3. The Unclaimed Dividend Account. 4. The 
Chief Registrar’s Account. This account states the 
year’s revenue (including £42,510 18s. 9d. interest on 
the 2nd, 3rd, and 4th accounts) at £90,322 5s. 5d., and 
the year’s charge (including £20,443 18s. 9d. for com- 

nsations and retiring annuities) at £81,050 5s. 6d. 

he total amounts received and paid by the Bank of 
England, on account of the Accountant in Bankruptey 
in 1860, were £1,038,894 4s. 10d., and £1,026,215 1s. 5d. 
The names of all persons holding office in the Bankruptcy 
and Insolvency Courts of England and Wales, with the 
dates of their appointments, and the modes and amounts 
of their annual payments on an average of seven years, 
have been also returned (H. C. 124). In London there 
are five bankruptcy commissioners with £2,000 a-year 
a-piece; six registrars, £1,000 each; chief registrar 
and six clerks, £2,500; accountant and nineteen clerks, 
£7,040; taxing master and two clerks, £2,000; nine 
official assignees, per centages from £2,681 to £900; 
five messengers, fees and profit from copying, from 
£1,500 to £1,054; two under officers, five ushers, six 
brokers, £427 to £350; the registrar of meetings, and 
five persons in charge of the buildings. In the country 
are eight commissioners, £1,800 each ; eleven registrars, 
£800 each ; seventeen official assignees, from £1,846 to 
£746; eleven messengers, £950 to £435; ten ushers 
and eleven brokers. The total and net remunerations 
received by the official assignees in 1860 may also be 
found in a separate return (H. C. 40), with the number 
of adjudication and other petitions allotted to each. 
Selecting the highest net remuneration, £2,487 4s. 9d., 
the adjudication petitions were fifty-eight, and the others, 
six. A return di C. 78) from the messengers of the 
London and district courts, shows the charges and fees 
received by them for 1860, their bc pocr thereout and 
the number of meetings held under each commissioner. 
The sittings in 1860 (H. C. 76), were, public, 3,812 in 
bankruptcy and 67 under the Joint Stock Winding-up 
Acts; private, 2,155 and 13 respectively. The number 
ofappeals tothe Vice-Chancellor and Lords Justices, since 
the abolition of the Court of Review, has been 646, 
occupying 215 days; in addition the Vice-Chancellor 
disposed of 470 original petitions (H. L. 96). The 
report of the law lords and other peers constituting the 
select committee of twenty-one on the Bill (H. C. 320) 
gives account of seven sittings, of divided opinion on 
the retrospective action and the powers to the creditors’ 
assignees, but of unanimous rejection of the chief judge. 

The quick and pleasant way in which matters were 
managed in the Divorce Court suggested the propriety 
of a return of the number of petitions, with the dates 
of the acts of adultery or other acts which were the 
foundation of them, the number of undefended cases, 
and the decrees. In this paper (H. C, 69) we find one 
dissolution petition in which the alleged adultery was in 
1823; 59 in which it took place in 1856—the year before 
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the Act passed ; and 85 in which it was in 1858. The 
total number of dissolution petitions to the 21st August, 
1860, was 604. There is also a summary of tion 
and other petitions, giving the totals—separation, 195 ; 
restitution of conj ights, 32; nullity, 13 ; protection 
of property, 85. ‘The dissolutions decreed are set down 
at 239; refused, 19; of which 212 were undefended 


Thesalaries of the jd registrars, and others of the 
London and Dublin Probate Courts form the nar of 
a return t to the Probate Court Acts (H. C. 133), 
with an account of fees and monies received in 1860 ; 
fees received by the English and Irish district registrars, 
and the disbursements ; also the compensations. The 
salariesin London amount to £36,780; the fees in the 
London Court to £54,636 10s. 6d. For both parts of the 
kin the compensations to proctors and officers amount 
to £115,987 1s. 6d. iu Lue year, with £9,699 composition 
for annual sums under £10: the Rev. Robert Moore 
for £7,990 2s. 5d. a year ; the Chester registrar for 
£3,498 8s. 4d. ; the joint York registrars for £2,008 2s. 8d.; 
the Lincoln registrar for £530 2s. 11d: ; the Dublin 
istrar, £2,579 4s.; six proctors for above £1,000 a 
each, two of them, apparently a firm, for £2,519 3s. 
together. In all, there are fifteen columns of English 
and Irish compensationists, at about fifty to the column, 
or a total of some 750. The stemp duty paid in 1860 
on probates and letters of administration (H. C. 209) 
is £708,333 for London; for Wakefield, which is the 
highest of the 40 district registries (English), £46,792. 
assing from the overpaid to the Great Unpaid, among 
whom the shepherds of the Church are not conspicuous 
for tenderness to the sheep brought before them, it ap- 
pears (H. C. 198) that in the counties of England, ex- 
clusive of Somersetshire, which made no return, there 
are or were 1,183 magistrates in holy orders. Some 
are mentioned as since dead, and others as not acting, 
including the Archbishops of Canterbury and York and 
the Bishop of London, who all are both Middlesex and 
Suffolk magistrates. ‘The clerical magistrates of Wales 
number 174, giving a total of 1,357. 

Lastly, the working of the County Courts is illustrated 
by a paper (H. C. 335), which states that in the Liver- 
pool Court, during the year ending April, 1861, the 
fewest number of days between war summons and 
hearing was seventeen, the number of cases so heard 
being 150 ; forty-seven was the greatest number of days, 
in one case only ; the average interval was twenty-seven 
days; number of unserved summonses, 2,131 ; proportion 
of served to unserved, ten to one. In judgment summonses 
the least and greatest intervals were fourteen and thirty- 
five days, and the cases for those intervals, thirty-two 
and twenty-five; unserved summonses, 1,270; propor- 
tion of served to unserved, about two to one. A like 
return for Manchester gives an average interval for or- 
dinary summonses at twenty-one days; unserved sum- 
onses, 1,597; proportion about eleven to one; judg- 
ment summonses, least and greatest intervals, twenty - 
oae and forty-nine days; unserved summonses, 1,427 ; 
proportion, about the same as Liverpool. 
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The Courts, Appointments, Promotions, 
Vaconcies, Xe. 
SUMMER ASSIZES. 
WEsTERN CrrcviT.—BrisTou. 

Aug. 10.—The commission was opened in this city to day. 
There were twenty-one causes entered, five of which were 
marked for special juries. 

Norraern Crrcurt.—LiverPoor. 
Aug. 10—The commission was opened in this town to-day, 


The has conferred the honour of Knighthood upon 
Roundell Palmer, Esq., her Majesty’s Solicitor-General, 





Recent Becistons. 


EQUITY. 
EqQuiTaBLE MERGER. 


Brandon v. Brandon, V.C. K., 9 W. R. 825. 

This case involved a very difficult question of equitable 
merger. A. and B, were owners in fee as tenants in 
of certain freehold and leasehold property, whereof A. 
several building leases, containing the usual covenants. In 
1807 (B. being then dead), A. and B,’s devisees in trust 
granted another building lease at a pepper-corn rent to C., which 
he subsequently assigned to A, only. In 1808, the trustees of 
B. agreed to grant A. a lease of another portion of the lands of 
which they and B. were joint owners in fee. But it was not 
until 1819 that the lease was granted, A, having meantime, in 
1816, granted a building lease of the same lands to another 
party. In 1819 (A. being then dead), his trustees and the 
trustees of B. granted a lease of some portion of the freeholds 
not comprised in the lease of 1807 to a party who afterwards 
assigned it to A.’s trustees. In a suit then instituted to ad- 
minister the estate of A., it was held that he died intestate as 
to one-ninth of the fee simple estate, which descended on his heir. 
From 1788 to 1846, the legal estate in the whole property was 
outstanding in a mortgagee. In 1785, the owners in fee of the 
lands held on lease by A. and B., granted what was called a 
manor building lease to the mortgagee for ninety-nine years. 
In 1787, he and the owners in fee granted aleaseto A, In 1788, 
the mortgagee assigned all his interest in the lease of 1787 to A. 
and B. In1790,theownersin fee, together with A. and B., granted 
three building leases of three other portions to the lessee of 
1807, who, in 1806, also assigned his interest in those three 
leases to A, and B., to whom a renewal of the manor lease was 
granted. Upon this state of facts the questions were, first, 
whether the assignment by the lessee of 1807 operated as a 
merger of the interest in the lease in A.’s fee simple estate in 
reversion; secondly, whether there was a merger by reason of 
the assignment by the lessee of 1819 to <A.’s trustees; and 
thirdly, as a consequence of the other questiors, whether 
A.’s heir-at-law took a portion of the fee simple in 
possession, or in reversion expectant on the determina- 
tion of the lease. There was also a question whether the 
merger, if such took place, were legal or equitable. Mr. 
Christie, one of the conveyancing counsel before whom the 
title was laid preliminary to a sale, raised the question of a 
merger. Kindersley, V.C., held that the parties having always 
acted upon the assumption that there was no merger, id not 
now contend that there was, as such a claim would be clearly 
inequitable. 

Although equity, as regards the doctrine of merger, will follow 
the law in applying that doctrine, and will hold that if the cir- 
cumstances of any particular case would have caused a merger at 
law if the interests were legal, then that a merger takes place 
of the similar equitable interests in equity, yet the Court will 
not apply this doctrine, if any other circumstance in the case 
wolud render such a construction inequitable. The Court 
also deals, as the Vice-Chancellor observed in this case, 
with a legal merger on equitable grounds. It has been consi- 
dered that a court of law would, e converso, deal with a ques- 
tion of merger in some cases upon equitable grounds. We are 
strongly disposed, however, to impugn the soundness of this 
opinion, unless the inequitable circumstances connected with 
the legal merger would have amounted to fraud at law. In 
the present case the Vice-Chancellor seems to have considered 
that the complication of rights to which the application of the 
doctrine would give rise, was sufficient to preclude the assump- 
tion of its applicability. The facts certainly are very com- 

licated, as are also the legal questions which they occasioned. 
No point of pure law, however, existed in the case 
as the legal estate had been outstanding from 1788 
to 1846. If there was a merger of the equitable interest in 
the leases of 1807 and of 1809, upon their assignment to A. 
and to A.’s trustees, a question would arise as to the perform- 
ance of the covenants. If those leases were of the freehold 

roperty, the effect of holding that there was a merger would 
that there would be a merger only of A.’s undivided moiety, 


there being a rent seen Se moiety of which 


to 
B.’s trustees. There must be thus a division of the rent, and 
of the covenants. B,’s trustees might, therefore, have a right 
of action against A. The Vice-Chancellor supported his view 
of the case by a reference to the complications that would be 
introduced by the various manor and buil leases, if a 
merger were to be deemed to have occ . Tt may, 
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however, be doubted whether complications as to rights 
can be allowed to control a general doctrine of equity. 
Why should the claim of B.’s trustees against A. for a 
moiety of the rent be deemed sufficient to prevent a 
merger, and why should complications, however numerous, 
as they were not necessarily present to the minds of 
the parties to the assignment, be deemed to have altered the 
character of the transaction? If, indeed, B.’s trustees would 
be injuriously affected, (and this was the Vice-Chancellor’s 
opinion), by holding that a merger took place, the lease could 
be deemed not to have been merged as regards them, but to 
have been merged as is A.’s heir-at-law, and the bene- 
ficiaries under his will; v. Danby, Finch 220; Charl- 
ton v. Low, 3 P. W. 328. The equity of the former cannot be 
held to apply as between the latter. As to the acquiescence 
of all parties in the assumption that a merger had not 
taken place, it is doubtless a material incident in the case, and 
tends to support the decision of the Vice-Chancellor, although 
it was not the ground upon which he mainly rested his decision. 
On the whole, the effect of the Vice-Chancellor’s decision is 
to limit the application of the doctrine of merger whenever it 
would defeat the intention of the parties, as indicated either 
by their conduct at the time or subsequently. It appears to us, 
however, doubtful whether acquiescence in the assumption of a 
merger, if such did not occur in point of law, does not afford 
ground rather for a new equity than for holding that a merger 
actually occurred, so as to alter the rights of the heir at law 
and of the devisees of one of the parties. 





COMMON LAW. 
Law or Banxs—RULE As TO FORWARDING CHEQUES. 
Hare v. Henty, C. P., 9 W. R. 738. 


The proper course of practice with regard tothe transmission 
of a cheque paid into a bank by one of its customers to the 
bank on which it is drawn was laid down by Lord Ellen- 
borough in the case of Riekford v. Ridge (2 Camp. 537). The 
rule, as there established, is that the cheque must be sent off 
the next day after it is received, but that there is no obligation 
to send it the same day; and that, consequently, if the bank 
on which it was drawn should have happened to have stopped 
payment before the cheque arrived there, although, had it been 
forwarded the same day that the customer paid it in, it would 
have been honoured, the loss, as between the bankers and the 
customer, falls on the latter. This is a matter of general con- 
venience which has been since always recognised and acted on; 
but, it is apprehended, that the practice applies only where the 
transmission is to be to a bank in a town other than that in 
which the bank into which the cheque is paid in by the customer 
issituate. The present case was decided upon the rule as above 
defined. A customer of a bank at Worthing paid in there on 
a Friday a cheque on a bank at Lewes. The Worthing bank 
sent up the cheque on Saturday to London, to be presented at 
the Lewes bank clearing house, where, on being presented on 
the Monday, it was refused payment. It was contended that 
@ legal obligation existed on the Worthing bank to have sent 
it to Lewes direct on the Friday, in which case, arriving on the 
Saturday, it would have been paid. But the Court, on the 
authority of Lord Ellenborough’s ruling in the above case, de- 
nied the existence of such a duty, and gave judgment for the 
bank, which had been sued by their customer for the money 
he lost by the dishonoured cheque. 


Parties TO ACTION—CoNSIDERATION MUST MOVE FROM THE 
PLAINTIFF. 


Tweddle y. Atkinson, Q. B., 9 W. R. 781. 


The fundamental principle which governs the proper party 
to sue on a contract is that he must be the person from whom 
the consideration moved. It is not enough that the promise 
was in fact made to him, nor even that it was to be performed 
for his benefit; for the promise, to whomsoever made, follows 
the consideration, and enures, for the purpose of action, to the 
party who had the legal interest therein; for with him the 
contract is, in contemplation of law, deemed to have been 
made. These considerations make it essential to determine, 
first, what was the consideration for any contract, the breach 
of which is complained of, and then in whom was the legal in- 
terest therein vested, for the answer to these questions will 
enable us to determine who shall be the plaintiff. Now at an 
earlier period of the law the nature of the consideration of 
natural love and affection was not clearly settled. It was 
thought that such a consideration would support a promise not 





under seal, and accordingly in Dutton v. Poole (1 Ventr. 318 
$82; 2 Sev. 210), a leading case on this subject, it was held 
that a daughter who had waived her moral claim to suppor 
from her father, in exchange for a promise to her father 

her brother to pay her a sum of money, might support an action 
for such sum, on the ground that the consideration moved 
from her, though the promise had been made to her father. Jt 
has, however, been here determined that such consideration a3 
above mentioned is no support to the action at all; and, there. 
fore, in modern times, the plaintiff in Dutton v. Poole would 
have failed. The present case was decided against the plain. 
tiff on similar grounds. The’ action was brought by A. 
the executors of B., who had promised A.’s father to pay to A, 
a certain sum in consideration of his having married B’s. 
daughter. But this suit was held not to be maintainable, both 
because there was no privity between A. and B., and also 
eause (as the law is now settled) there was no valid considera. 
tion to support the promiee made by B. to A.’s father. 


WHEN DELIVERY IS REQUIRED IN GIFTS INTER VIVOS, 
Winter v. Winter, Q. B., 9 W. R. 747, 


This case points out a distinction which exists between 
donatio mortis causa (on which species of gift we recently mad¢ 
some observations) and an ordinary gift inter vivos. In the 
former, there must, it may be remembered, be an actual de. 
livery of the chattel itself, or, if if be a chose in action merely, 
then of the instrument by which it is secured; but this is so 
because it constitutes some security against fraud, a protection 
which is not required when the donor does not die. Hence, on 
the principle that cessante retione cesset et b pe lex, in a gi 
inter vivos there need be no delivery, actual or constructive, 
Ail that is requisite is that the conduct of the parties should 
show that the ownership has changed. In the present case, 
the subject of the gift was a barge, which the donee formerly 
worked as the servant of the donor, and there being evidence 
that the donor had said he had presented the donee with the 
barge, and that the latter had subsequently worked it as owner, 
this. was held sufficient to substantiate his claim, 


bin 
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NEW LAW COURTS. 


The council of the Incorporated Law Society has issued 4 
paper containing the following remarks on the Treasury 
Minute of the 16th July, 1861, relating to the provision of 
funds for the new law courts, with reference to the two Bills 
lately before Parliament :-— 


It is much to be regretted that this minute was not issued 
at an earlier period. ‘The facts and figures on which it a 
ports to be founded have been for many months in 
possession of the Treasury. They were well known, or were 
readily accessible, before authority was given by the Treasury 
for the preparation and deposit, at the public expense, of the 
plans and books of reference relative to the proposed site, and 
the giving of the notices required by the standing orders of 
Parliament. They were well known while the “ Site Bill” 
was passing, as a Government measure, through the two 
Houses, and while the Money Bill was under the consideration. 
of the select committee of the House of Commons. And yet 
it was not until that committee had closed its sittings, and 
made its report, and until all opportunity of ingniry and. ¢x- 
planation might be suposed to have passed away, that 8 
minute is issued under ‘l'reasury authority, which if its state- 
ments and reasoning be well founded, stultifies the report of 9 
royal commission, and utterly defeats a Government measure 
professing to be founded thereon. The professed object of the 
minute is, “ that Parliament and the public should be fully ap- 
prized of the amount of charge which will be incurred, and 
the extent of liability for the same to which the public 
revenues may be subject,” if the full scheme recommended by 
the Royal Commissioners be carried into effect. With this view, 
the minute proceeds to show, that whilst, on the one hand, the 
cost of acquiring the site recommended by the Royal Commis- 
sioners and of erecting thereon the buildings proposed by them, 
will exceed their estimate by no less a sum than i 
on the other hand, the funds pointed out by the Commissioners 
as available for the object will fall shor®of their estimate by 
not less than’ £189,000,—the two sums together amounting to 
£689,000, which the minute represents as the “ probable 
deficiency to be provided by vote of Parliament.” 


1. With regard to the costs of the site and buildings. 
The difference between the two estimates arises a9 follows — 
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Commissioners’ Report. 
Cost of site .  . 5 gin, . £675,000 
Ditto of buildings . “* . 675,000 
Contingencies. . «. « 150,000 


£1,500,000 





£750,000 
750,000 
500,000 
£2,000,000 


The excess of the latter over the former being thus made 


up as follows:— 
0 er ee ee £75,000 
Buildings. . «. 75,000 
Allowance for contingencies 350,000° 
£500,000 





Now it is to be observed, that the report of the commissioners 
was founded upon evidence Fem before them, the accuracy of 
which has since been confirmed by an eminent architect and 
surveyor, who was examined before the Select Committee of 
the House of Commons, to which the Money Bill, now before 
Parliament, was referred, The Parliamentary plans and 
notices for the Site Bill were prepared under the immediate 
personal direction of that gentleman, who has made a minute 
and careful estimate of every property included therein, house 
by house. He estimates the value of the whole, including 
costs of purchase and compensation, at £678,044. He also 
confirms the estimate that the cost of erecting all the buildings 
necessary for carrying into effect:the entire scheme recom- 
mended by the Royal Commissioners, including an ample 
allowance for contingencies, will not exceed the sum named in 
their report. On the other hand, the figures set forth in the 
Treasury Minute are “conjectural” only. The sums there 
named as the probable cost of the site and buildings are 
expressly stated to be founded on the “‘ conjectures” of the 
officers of the Board of Works, while the sum set down for 
“ contingencies” seems to be nothing more than a guess of the 
Lords of the Treasury themselves, who consider that “ it 
would not be safe to put down the item of contingencies at less 
than one third of the conjectural estimate, or £500,000.” 
No actual reports or estimates are produced or referred to in 
support of these “conjectures,” and there appears to be no 
good reason why any otlier set of figures, of even larger 
amount, might not with equal propriety have been put forward. 
The question seems to be, whether reliance is to be placed on 
mere “ conjectures,” unsupported by evidence, or on carefully 
peperad estimates made by competent pn, and which have 

open to examination and inquiry? And it may well be 
asked whether, in a matter admitted to be of the highest 
public utility and importance, mere “conjectures” are to be 
allowed to defeat a scheme recommended by commissioners, 
who were appointed by the Crown under the advice of one set 
of ministers, and whose report has been adopted and acted 
upon by their successors in office. 

2, With regard to the provision of funds for the proposed 
new courts, 


round figures, £1,500,000. In making this calculation, they 
undoubtedly overlooked the fact, that a part of the stock (less, 
however, than a moiety) consisted of Reduced £3 per Cents, 
which are of somewhat less value than Consols, The price of 
Government stock, moreover, has since iallen about £3 per 
and making due allowance for this depreciation, the 
ce of the aggregate fund, if the whole of the stock were 
now sold, would probably not much exceed £1,400,000, as 
stated in the “ Minute.” On the other hand, it must be recol- 
lected that the scheme does not contemplate or involve an 
immediate sale of the whole stock, The sales would be made 
gradually, and from time to time, as the works proceeded, and 
bably be spread over @ period of from five to seven 
is impossible to say that, during this interval 


the funds might not again advance in price, so there might 
thus be a considerable increase in the ultimate produce of the 
fund. The “ Minute,” however, alleges that the portion of the 
fund which consists of cash (being that referred to in the 
report as Fund E, and which, it seems, has since the date 
thereof increased to £105,773) is not properly available for 
the intended purpose, and must therefore be deducted. So 
deducted, and taking the present prices of Government stock 
as the basis of calculation, the amount actually available 
would be reduced to £1,311,000, and this is the only sum 
which the “Minute” assumes to be now at the disposal of 
Parliament. The ground on which Fund E is thus proposed 
to be struck out of the account is this,—that it has arisen from 
surplus fees of the common law courts,—that. these surplus 
fees are by the Nisi Prius Act (15 & 16 Vict. ¢. 73)-directed 
to be carried to the Consolidated Fund,—and consequently, 
that Fund E, which represents the past accumulation of such 
surplus, belongs by law to the exchequer, and constitutes a 
portion of the general public revenue, 

The Minute states that “for some reason, which is tot ex- 
plained, a former Board of Treasury directed the surplus fees 
of the common law courts to be retained in the hands of the 
paymaster-general, and hence the accumulation of the sam 
described in the report as Fund E.” The explanation of the 
fact here referred to can be very readily supplied. When it 
was found that the fees taken in the common Jaw courts were 
far more than sufficient to defray the expenses for which they 
were avowedly levied, and that there was a considerable sur- 
plus, application for their reduction was made to the proper 
authorities by the Incorporated Law Society, (on behalf of the 
general body of the profession practising im those Courts). It 
was represented that, admitting it to be right to exact fees 
from suitors to meet the expenses, or a part of the expenses, of 
carrying on the business of the Courts, it was a violation of 
every sound principle to tax them for the ordinary yorpers of 
the State,—in other words, that the administration of justice 
was not a legitimate subject of general taxation. The 
Treasury of that day admitted the justice of these representa- 
tions, and while they declined to reduce the fees, until it had 
been ascertained whether, upon an average of years, they were 
adequate in amount to cover current expenses, they di 
the ascertained surplus to be treated as in the nature of a 
suspense account, and to remain in the hands of the - 
general until its ultimate appropriation should be determined 
on. The accumulation of the surplus thus went on from year 
to year, until it reached the amount referred to in the re 
of the commissioners, who were unanimously of opinion that 
there could not be ‘‘a more legitimate application thereof than 
towards the completion of a scheme from which the suitors at 
common law will derive the most essential advantage.” The 
argument of the “ Minute,” that the Fees of Common Law 
Courts cannot be considered as a “ fund properly applicable to 
providing buildings for the Court of Chancery, or the Court 
of Probate,” is utterly unsound and fallacious, and is eom- 
pletely at variance with the whole tenor of the report. If it 
were true, it would follow that, by parity of reasoning, the fees 
of the Court of Chancery could not properly be applied to pro- 
viding buildings for the courts of law; and in that case, no part 
of fands B and D,—which have arisen exclusively, the former 
from the profitable use of the money of suitors in chancery, the 
latter from fees paid by them,—would be available for the 
purposes of the proposed scheme, But such a conclusion 
would strike at the very root of the commissioners’ report, and 
if admitted, would prove, not that the fund is inadequate, but 
that there is no fund at all. And if this be so, then the report 
of the commissioners is a farce-—the act of the Government 
in bringing in the two Bills now before Parliament, which pur- 
port on their very face to be founded on that report, was a 
mockery and a delusion, and the cost incurred in their prepara- 
tion.a waste of the public money. 

Assuming, then, that the present accumulation of the fees in 
question (£105,753) may properly be dealt with for the Px. 
poses of the scheme, and adding that sum to the value of the 
stock, there would be an aggregate fund of more than 
£1,400,0C0 immediately available for the proposed object, and 
the deficiency would et from parahe oy b on than 
£100,000, Consideri e primary importance of the object,— 
the ision of suitable courts for the administration of justice 
to all the subjects of the realm—it might have been thoaght 
that even the larger of these sums would, after all, have been 
no more than a reasonable contribution from the funds of the 





state; more especially as, by the execution of the proposed 
pe api rg Fy muh wa otherwise be expended 
lim the ssection of proper buildings at Doctors’ Commons for 
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the Courts of Probate and Divorce, including a fire-proof de- 
pository for wills, will be entirely saved. But there are other 
resources, indicated in the report of the commissioners, although 
not included in their calculations, which will more than cover 
the apprehended deficiency, and effectually protect the public 
revenue from the risk of loss. If the full scheme of the com- 
missioners should be carried into effect (and this is the theory 
on which the “ Treasury Minute” is founded), “large and 
valuable blocks of buildings” (to borrow the language of the 
«ommissioners in the 107th paragraph of their report) belong- 
ing to the public, and now used for the parpenes of the equity 
courts and offices, would be set free, and might be brought to 
sale. The value of these buildings and their sites has been 
carefully estimated, and it amounts to no less a sum than 
£265,000, without including the Courts of Bankruptcy and 
Insolvency, which may or may not be comprehended in the 
proposed scheme. But further, in addition to the buildings 
referred to, the freehold of which is vested in the public, other 
buildings are hired for the use of the different courts and their 
officers, for which rents are paid to the amount of £5,341 15s. 
per annum. Ifthe proposed scheme be carried into effect, the 
whole of these rents will be saved, and the capitalised value 
of the rental thus saved has been estimated by competent au- 
thority at £145,000. 
If these sums be added together the result will be as 
follows :— 
Saving in respect of courts and offices in 
tors’ Commons, no longer necessary 


(say) ‘ ; . < - £100,000 
Value of land and buildings set free 265,000 
Value of rents saved . ‘ é 145,000 
£510,000 


‘There remains to {be noticed one additional item of large 
amount which the “ Minute” assumes will form a charge on 
‘the public, and which arises in the following manner: 

e funds B and D, with which the report proposes to deal 
for the purposes of the scheme, say £1,500,000 stock, now pro- 
‘duce an annual income of £45,000. Atthe date of the report 
this income was subject, to its full amount, to annual payments 
‘in the shape of compensation annuities,—such charge, however, 
diminishing at the estimated rate of £2,000 per annum by the 
gradual falling in of the annuities. If the capital of the stock 
were taken for the purposes of the scheme, it would follow that 
the income now derived therefrom would cease, and the com- 
missioners recommended that the public should make good the 
‘loss thereby occasioned, by an annual charge on the consoli- 
dated fund, subject to a gradual abatement as the life compen- 
sations charged on the fund fell in. For the purpose of showing 
the actual burthen which this arrangement would entail on 
the public, the “ Treasury Minute” treats the charge as an 
annuity of £45,000 per annum, decreasing by £2,000 a year 
natil it is extinguished in 22} years, and it estimates the value 
of such annuity at £410,000. Adding this sum to the defi- 
ciency of £689,000 above referred to, the total charge for 
‘which the public would become liable is shown to be 
-£1,099,000, or in round figures £1,100,000. The whole state- 
‘ment, however, on which this calculation is based may be 
‘shown to be entirely fallacious : for, in the first place, it as- 
‘sumes that the whole amount of stock would be sold at once, 
-and thus that there would be an immediate loss of income, 
and a consequent charge upon the public of £45,000 per an- 
‘nom, at starting. But the fact is, that the sales of stock 
would be gradually made as the work proceeded, and would be 
‘spread over a period of from five to seven years, during the 
whole of which time the dropping in of the lives of annuitants 
‘would year by year diminish the amount of the charge. But, 
‘in the next place, there is no just ground for the assumption 
that, even if the whole stock were sold at once, the demand on 
the public would be £45,000 per annum, even for a single year. 
One year only has elapsed since the date of the commissioners’ 
report, and in that year not £2,000, but £5,000, has been 
saved to the income of the fund by the falling in of compensa- 
tion annuities,—thus reducing the charge to £40,000 per 
annum, being the same sum as that assumed by the commis- 
sioners, on grounds somewhat different, but the validity of 
which, the results being the same, we neéd not stop to discuss. 
From this sum of £40,000 the commissioners proposed to 
deduct the surplus fees received in the courts of common law, 
the Court of Probate, and the High Court of Admiralty, 
amounting together to £24,000 per annum, and which, as they 
were received by the public, they conceived might be fairly 
aud properly set off against the new charge thrown on the 





public by means of the proposed scheme, and which would 
thereby be reduced to £16,000 per annum. The of 
this deduction is challenged by the Treasury Minute on 
grounds, the validity of which has already been discussed in g 
former part of this paper, when dealing with the question of 
the applicability of fund E to the objects of this scheme, 
There are those who contend that no taxes or fees should 
be taken from suitors upon any pretext, or for any purposes. 
and this was the opinion expressed by the Master of the Rolls 
not many dayssince, in his evidence before the Select Committee 
of the House of Commons on the pending Bill. His Honour on 
that occasion referred to “the very celebrated pamphlet of Mr. 
Jeremy Bentham on Law Taxes, which produced so great 9 
sensation, and put an end to making the courts of law a source 
of revenue to the public;” and his Honour added, that the 
reasoning of the pamphlet “ applied precisely to the taxes now 
levied, though essential to the maintenance of the courts as gt 
present established.” Without adopting this opinion to its full 
extent, and admitting that fees may properly be levied on 
suitors, in order to aid in maintaining the courts whose aid 
they invoke, it is conceived that no one can be found at this 
time of day to assert that suitors, as such, should be taxed, 
whether by fees or otherwise, for the general purposes of the 
State. And yet this would be the obvious result if the propo. 
sitions put forward in the minute were to be carried into prac. 
tical effect. If, then, the surplus fees, hereafter to be received 
in the courts of law and of probate are brought in aid of the 
scheme, the result to the public will be as follows:—It appears 
from the Treasury minute that the surplus for the last year 
was— 

From courts of law . 

From Probate Court 


. £17,519 
29,000 


£46,519 


There is no reason to anticipate any falling off from either 
source, the probability being the other way. But, empe 
that the fees remain stationary, it is manifest that there 
be no demand on the public, even on the hypothesis that 
the whole stock, constituting funds B and D, were imme. 
diately sold, and the whole income of £45,000 per annum now 
arising therefrom were at once to cease. 


The Times, in a clever article in favour of the proposed 
scheme, thus observes upon the recent “‘ Treasury Minute.” 

“¢ My Lords’ of the Treasury, who had been watching the 
fortunes of the fight from a serene eminence, descended, like 
the Homeric gods, not indeed to give victory to either side, but 
to appropriate to themselves all the prizes and spoils of battle. 
Nothing could be more skilful than the selection of the time 
for their intervention. There had been a ‘Site Bill’ ands 
corresponding ‘ Money Bill’ before Parliament, a commission 
and a committee had reported in favour of this application of 
the funds, two governments had virtually committed them- 
selves to it, and public opinion had emphatically recognised its 
legitimacy, when ‘my lords’ struck in with a Treasury 
Minute, warning the nation that the cost of building would 
be £500,000 more than had been represented, the available 
funds nearly £200,000 less, the ‘probable deficiency to be 
provided by vote of Parliament £689,000,’ besides an annual 
charge of £45,000, subject to gradual abatement, and the whcle 
principle of the two Government Bills highly questionable. 

“The ‘ Council of the Incorporated Law Society ’ have com- 
mented in terms which we cannot think too severe on this 
document. They show that the Treasury figures, so far as 
they relate to the cost of the site and buildings, are quite cou- 
jectural and arbitrary. They analyze in detail the arguments 
whereby it is sought to show that the two main funds upon 
which the commissioners rely ‘are not free to be dealt with for 
the object in view,’ pointing out that the alternative proposed 
would amount to a diversion of suitors’ fees from objects 
cognate with those for which they were levied to the purposes 
of general taxation. They reduce the alleged charge of 
£45,000 on the Consolidated Fund by a series of set offs to 
nothing at all, and combat successfully the exquisitely 
pedantic objections that the surplus fees of the common law 
courts ‘belong by law to the Exchequer,’ and that, at all 
events, they ‘cannot be considered as a fund properly appli- 
cable to providing buildings for the COurt of Chancery: or the 
Court of Probate.’ It is difficult to conceive anything more 
perverse or vexatious than this Minute, Whatever may be 
said as to the merits of the locality—upon which, of course, it 
does not touch at all—the financial consequences of the scheme 
had been thoroughly sifted, and the data for the red-tape ¢x- 
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ceptions now nore by the Treasury had been in their posses- 
sion for months. Had the case been as bad as is here made 
out, the public would cheeefally i incur, for the sake of an object 
of supreme value, a liability incalculably smaller than it has 
to bear for undertakings the most wasteful and the most use- 
Jess. But the Law Society has done good service in showing 
that we may enter on the work with prudence and a good con- 
science, and that no scruples, except those connected with the 
convenience and healthiness of the site, need delay its exe- 


cution.” 
> 


Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 

Arracu—On Aug. 13, at 7, Sussex-terrace, Hyde-park, the 
wife of Francis Hobson Appach, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of 
a daughter. 

Curistian—On Aug. 13, at Monkstown, the wife of the Hon. 
Mr, Justice Christian, of @ son. 

Crawrorp—On Aug. 11, at Leeds, the wife of William Craw- 
ford, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

Froom—On Aug. 16, the wife of Charles P. Froom, Esgq., of 
29, Orsett-terrace, Hyde-park, of a son. 

Hazeranp—On June 25, at Hongkong, the wife of F. J. 
Hazeland, Esq., Crown Solicitor, of a son. 

Hopexrsson—On Aug. 18, the wife of Edward Hodgkinson, 
Esq., Solicitor, 17, Little Tower-street, E.C., of a daughter. 
Morrison—On Aug. 14, at Reigate, the wife of G. Carter 

Morrison, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 

Pourey—On Aug. 10, at Birkenhead, the wife of William 
Pulley, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

MARRIAGES. 

Arrrer—CaLHoun—On Aug. 14, T. M. Attree, Esq., of 2, 
New-inn, Solicitor, to Jane, daughter of the late W. H. 
Calhoun, Esq., of Arundel, Solicitor. 

VvEs—On Aug. 8, at Monkstown, county 





BrownE—REE 
Dublin, Charles Orde Browne, Esq. +, Royal Horse Artillery, 
to Wilhelmina Frances, daughter of Richard Reeves, Esq., 
of Dublin, Barrister-at-Law. 

Drmonp—Fox—On Aug. 13, William Philip Dymond, Esq., 
of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law, to. Florence Amelia, 
daughter to Francis Ker Fox, Esq., M.D., of Brislington 
House, near Bristol. 

JoHNstoN—PETERSON—On Aug. 10, Charles Johnston, 
Captain Royal Artillery, to Annie Augusta, only child of 
A. T. T. Fuerich, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Calcutta. 

es ler talgponge Aug. 7, John Timbrell Pierce, Esq., 

of Gray’s-inn, to Mary, daughter of Henry Milward, Esq., 
of Redditch. 

SmrtH—Jones—On Ane. $ » Harry Smith, Esq., Advocate, 
Edinburgh, to Julia edina, daughter of the late Colonel 
Rice Jones, K.H., Royal Engineers 

Wartzr—Hoxe—On Aug. 13, the "Rev. Stephen R. Waller, 
M.A., to Albinia, surviving daughter of the late Joseph 
Terry Hone, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 

DEATHS. 

Gray—On Aug. 3, David Gray, Esq., of 20, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, Solicitor. 

Mittixetox—On Aug. 5, at Bristol, suddenly, Henry Millin- 
ton, Esq., Solicitor, aged 70. 

ScooaLes—On Aug. 11, at Ballynoe, county Carlow, Katherine 
—e daughter of the late John Schoales, Esq., Q.C., 

ublin. 
——_@——_—_ 


Next of Kin. 

PEMBERTON, HARRIETTE, deceased, widow of the late Rev. 
John Butler Pemberton, deceased, formerly of St. Kitt’s, 
West Indies. Heir-at-law to apply to the Hon. Sholto T. 
Pemberton, Chief justice of West Indies ; or to 
aia & Co., 5, Great Winchester-street, London, 


——+>——. 


Anclaimed Stock in the Bank of Bngland. 
"Acer Peat routers annie’ te in the following Name will be 
seeeng same, unless other Claimanis 
Few, Jang, S 


Tavistock-street, Covent-garden, £69 
Long yo ye: Ba by Joun Fett, genes 


executor. 
_-——_>—_—- 
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Professional Partnerships Dissolbed. 
Tuespay, Aug. 13, 1861. 

MARSLAND, GeorcE, & J. Brovcnton Epes, Attorneys, Solicitors, and 

eo Bolton-le-Moors and Manchester; by mutual consent. 
y 3l. 

Poors, Henry Davis, Henry Jounson, & Caartes Henny Kincas, Attor- 
neys and Solicitors, 9 & 10, New-square, Lincoln’s inn, Middlesex; by 
mutual consent. Aug. 9. 


GH indings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
TurspayY, Aug. 13, 1861. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

HEREFORD AND (Meatuye TyDvii Junction RaILwa¥ Company.—V.C. 
Stuart has ordered a call of £12 10s. per share on all the contributories 5 
to be paid on Aug. 31, at 12, at 4, Sambrook-court, -street. 
_ ASSURANCE TREASURY.—V.C. Wood: order to wind up, made os- 
; Robert Palmer Harding, 3, Bank-buildings, London, appointed in: 


Shiwteauier 

Risca CoaL AND Izon Company.—Master of the Rolls: call fe nd 
share on all contributories on oie te bape eS 24, at Il, te 
yo reagan Coleman, the official liquidator, 16, Tokenhouse-zard, 


LIMITED IN BANkRUpTcy. 
Laxpep InvestMENT Company (LimTep).—Mr. Com. Fonb 
will, on Aug. 30, at 12, proceed to settle the list of oe 
company. 
Famway, Aug. 16, 1861. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Lire Assurance TREASURY.—Creditors to prove their debts before V.C. 
Wood forthwith. 
Crevitors under 22 & 23 Vict. cay. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
TusspayY, Aug. 13, 1861. 
Borie, Wit11am, Jeweller, 28, Cheapside, London. P. Boyle, 8, Well- 
court, Queen-street, Cheapside, executor. Sept. 1. 


Bryan, Evizasetu, Spinster, 14, Lonsdale-terrace, Lower 


street, Manchester-square, afterwards 9, ), Chapel- lace, Ca’ 
square, and late 15, Acacia-road, St. John’ 's-wood, Middlesex. Sadler, 
Solicitor and Acting Executor, 28, Golden-square, London. 
——- Leonard, Miller and ‘Maltster. , Kidderminster, W: 
& Son, Solicitors, . 30. 


ieameame Tuomas, Glove Manufacturer, 3, Foster-iane, \° 
don, afterwards of 61, a om eo Surrey. So- 
licitor, Saddler’s-hall, Cheapside ‘ov. 20. 


Hare, WILLIAM, Gent., B Bristol. * strickiand, Solicitor, 2, All Saint’s- 
Bristol. Oct. 1 


Hat, Sir Jonny, Knight Commander of the Royal Guelphic Order of 
Hanover, formerly of the St. Katherine Dock House, East Smithfield, 
par geen late of 6, Lansdown-crescent, 
ee ong Frage . er Son, & Anton, Solicitors, 38, Cannon-street, 

ion, E.C. Sept. } 

Loap, Fanny Maria, Spinster, 3, Jamaica-street, Bristol. Schultz, Soli- 
citor, 4, ig lyme Holborn. > 

Woo.cock, Cuosery Sit, Clerk, asta St. Austell, Corn- 
wall. Carlyon, Solicitor, St. Austell, Oct. 1 

Frupay, Aug. 16, 1861. 


ARMsTRONG, Isaac, Saddler’s Ironmonger, 35 and 36, -street, Snow- 
hill, London. Fisher, Solicitor, Merchant Taylors’ , London. 


Oct. 20. 
AYLEN, WiLtraM, Bonnet Manufacturer, 2 and 3, New-road, Brighton, 
Attree, "ead & Howlett, Solicitors, 8, Ship-street, Brighton. 


RsT, Esq., Bertholey-house, near Usk, Monmouthshire, 

and of Stanley-villa, Weston-park, Bath, cee White, Solici- 
tor, 7, Southampton-street, Bloomsbury. Nov. 1 

BaYNTUN, CHARLES nas, Esq. Major in her Majesty's Army, Clayton, Sussex. 
a Clarke, & Howlett, Solicitors, 8, Ship-street, Brighton. Sept. 


Mi. 2 ere agg ApotrHus Hamutton, Solicitor, St. Martin-at- 
Palace, Norwich. Hartcup, Solicitor, Bungay, Suffolk. Nov. 21. 

BENNETT, James Georg, Licensed Victualler, Wick Inn, Hove, Sussex 
Attree, Clarke, & oon Oe Solicitors, 8, Ship-street, Brighton. 10. 

Brap, Joszrn, Auctioneer and Maltster, Ledbury, Hereford. . 
Solicitor, Hereford. Sept. 12 

BuLanTegsn, THomas, Farmer, late of Messon, Salop. Pallin, Shrewsbury, 
Solicitor. Sept. 14. 

Brett, Taomas, St. Dunstan’s, Canterbury. Fielding, Solicitor, Bridge- 
feng 2 cor, Win y us t, 47, Finsbury-circus, and 29, 

Dickin, GEoRGE, ie ni > ury: Queen- 

t, Ch Wiltiamson, Hill, & Williamson, Solicitors, 


street, - le, London. 
10, Great James-street, |-row, 

Espaite, Gzores, Gent., — terrace, Coal A Camberwell 
Surrey. Leod, oo saa & Watney, 16, London-street, 
Fenchurch-street, 

Forster, Joseru, Wholesale and and Retail Grocer & Tea Dealer, Brampton 

berland. Carrick, Lee, & Foster, Bra-a Aug. 30. 

Goop, Wuit1aM, Builder, 14, Terminus-road, Brighton. Attree, 

&H 8, street, Brighton. Sept. %9 
Hits, a — Earl’s , Essex. & Deane, Soliciters, 


hag! Llangollen, Denbigh. 
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Pepper, Siz Joun Lewes, Knight, 8, Bedford-square, Brighton, Sussex. 
Attree, Clarke, & Howlett, Solicitors, 8, Ship-street, Brighton. Sept. 29. 
— terbury. Fielding, Solicitor, Bridge-street, Canter- 

bury. . i. 


Wickens, Wr.11am, Gentleman’s Servant, formerly of Horsham, Sussex, 
and late of 12, Essex-street, Brighton, same —. aunt Clarke, 
& Howlett, Solicitors, 8, &, Ship-strect, Brighton. Sep. 1 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Tuespay, Aug. 13, 1861. 

Brown, CHARLES, Aplter, 8, High-street, Hampstead, Middlesex. Brown 
v. Grey, M. R. Nov. 

Ewsank HENRY, Gent., Thisbeebl-senmnen Middlesex, late of Bermondsey, 
Surrey, Manufacturer of Metallic Casks Casks, but Y gs of Rotherhithe, 
Surrey, Rice Merchant, Franks e. Ewbanks, V C. Wood. Nov. 1. 

oes, or Widow, Chelmsford, Essex. Joscelyne v, Wade, M. R. 


Mellin. Comite Romans, Oas., Aston Clinton, Buckinghamshire, and 

wo gee Tube Mone. -square, Middlesex. Tuveliere v. Dawson, 
4. 

Newserny, RicnagpD Moometas, late a Cornet in the Honourable the East 

India Service at Nusserabad, Bombay. Weeding v. New- 


Fripar, Aug. 16, 1861. 
eg cae Esq., Liverpool. Dobson v. Faithwaite, M. R. Nov. 7. 
Denne, Ri , Gentleman, Rodmersham, Kent. Solly v. Solly, M. R. 
Nov. meee 
GooDBEHERE, GeorGE, Ships’ Ir 2 epampaie anes and Albert- 
, Middlesex. M. R. 
Y lidsiasalt Hales v. Graham, 


Invine, Manoaner, Widow, W 
M. R: 

Turner, GeorcE Snare, Cowkeeper & me 9 -% eam Bromp- 
ton, Middlesex. Rook v. Attorney-General, M Nov. 1. 

Usanx, Josern, Yeoman, Rossgill, Shap, Wentmsorcinet. Hindson v. 
Ubank, M.R. Nov. t. 





Sasiguments for Benet of Creditors 
Pn = i a — 
turers, Marple Che Cheshire (Aquetuct tai Oo.). Sol Bex & Marsinnd, 
Manchester. 


Linen Draper, West-street, Great 
Sols. Honey, Humphreys, & Honey, 14, Ironmonger- 
lane, London. July 18. 
MaxsHat, Joun, Butcher, Horncastle, Linconshire. Sols. Clitherow & 
Dee, Horncastle. July 30. 
re eae See | haky “yei Isle of Ely, Cambridgeshire. 
y. Aug. 3 
ete, Taomas, Tailor, White Bock-place, Hasti: Sussex. Sols, 
Spyer & Son, 8, Broad- street-buildings, City, B.C. July 13. 
Faway, Aug. 16, 1861, 
Coorrz, James, Rag & Waste Merchant, Manchester. Sol. Heath, 41, 
Swan-street, Manchester. Lay | 29. 
Crownvunst, Water, Milliner fasenen, 2. Union-street, Plymouth, 
Devon. Sol. Beer, August 13. 
, Rosrnr, Shopkeeper & - aaeaee Braunton, Devon, Sol, Ben- 
craft, Barnstaple, Devou. August 5. 
— re , Wokingham,’ Berks. Sol. Roberts, Woking- 
Menzies, James, Draper, Kingston-upon-Hull. Sol. Vollans, 3, Osborne- 
Paasons, may Bee ‘ete Uxbridge dlesex. 
Burr, 12, Paternonter-rew, London. “J a y 16. + . 
Purves, Joux, Grocer Flour Dealer, shethele, Yorkshire. 
age ° » Sol. Broad- 
Woops, enitte Chesseionger, 37, St. John Sena Hoxton, Middlesex. 
FF anes, ‘ , London. Jul 
RIGHT, Zar ae. rocer and Provision Dealer, Wath-upon- 
Dearne, Yorkshire. Sol. Saunders, Wath-upon-Dearne. July 9. 


Bankruypts. 
Toxspax, Aug. 13, 1861. 

Cocsweit, Epwarp4irwny, & Groncr Dar, Builders, Peterborough, Nor: 
Day). Com. Fane: Aug. 22, at 12.30; and 
oy A street. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Kingsford 
& 23, Easex street, Strand. Pet. July 31. 
Hosewe1, Samvet, Grocer, , Cornwall. Com. An- 
drews: Aug. 27 and Sept. 26, at 12; Exeter. . Ass. Hirtzell, Sols. 
& ; or Turner & Hirt- 


Moovr, Caanzs, ‘00l Manufacturer & street, Port- 
sea, . Com. Evens: Aug. 2, at 1; and Sept. 19, at 
12; street. Off. Ass. Johnson. Sols, Pownall & Co. Co., Staple- 
ian; or & Hants. Pet. Aug. 10. 

J 


-house Keeper, 16, Sussex-strect, 


Je aod Sept 1 a” at (230. Basaghall-atrent. Of. Ro 
(htt, Sait,  Denbigh-street, Pimileo. Pet. Aug. 18. 
aa, Thomas, Licensed Brewer & Beershop Keeper, Newtown, Alver- 


- 








stoke, Southampton. Com. Fane: ame. 0 24, at 11.30; band Sept. a 
11; Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. Sols. Godwin, 4, Pt 
court, Temple ; or Clark, Bishops ‘Waltham, Pe. July 26, 
Fariway, gp 16, snag 
Tromas, and Jouw WisEMa’ 





BELL, 
Sunderland (Bell and Wiseman). ye Bion hie he at wy an 


Oct. 4, aa 12,30; Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

& Co., 20 ’ Southampton- 

Butcher-bank, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. et. tang 12, 
Britrain, CHARLES, hte (od = 

bg age hg he 


Luton, “and, 


. Com. ery Aug. 28, at 11; and Sept. 18, at 2 | hadnt 

greg Off. Ass. Stansfeld. Sol. Tayloe, 4, Scott’s-yard, London, 
Aug. 14. 

GRIFEITHS, pares Innkeeper, Liantrissant, Glamorganshire. (ym, 
Hill: Aug. 27, and Sept. 24, at 11; Bristol. Of. Ass. Boks, 
Kent, Mitre-court chambers, Temple, London, or D. H. ‘Goolden, 
Bristol. Pet, Aug. 5. 

HAMERTON, JOSEPH, Worsted Manufacturer, Dam Head Mill, 
Yorkshire. Com. West: Aug. 30, and ~~ 20, at 11; Leeds, 
Ass. Young. Sols, by eg es Foster, Halifax, or / 

Hors, He ae ba a Stra’ 25, West Smi 
OPE, RY parare, Ww ete, ke 

on, and na By wt road, Talington, Middlest 
Com, do an Aug. 26, and fon 8, 18, “at rs 305 ; Basinghall-street. 
Off. Ass. Stansfeld. Sydney, 46, Finsbury-circus. Pe. Aug. 4, 

Muaenc, Jonny, Toomas Wroz, BENJAMIN ca & Joun 4 
Cot rs, Oldham, Lancashire( Milh: oa “Phong Co.). 

3, and Oct. 15, at 12; Manchester. Of. Ass. Sols, 
son & Hinnell, Bolton and Manchester. Pet, ‘en 

Sontvener, Geoxce, Provision Dealer, Wigan, Aug. 26, and Sept. 17, 
a Manchester. ” Of. ‘Ass. Hernaman. Sol. Heywood, Manchester. 

et. Aug. |. 


Smwons, Epwarp, Lamp Dealer & Italian Warehouseman, 115, Newgate 
Warwickshire. 


street, London, and 36, Bull-s! 2.0; ana eo TD 
Fonblanque: Aug. 27, at 12. 
street. Off. Ass. Graham. 

Quin Tasmainetins Whakaaie wali form of 17 Houndadie 
ARKE, EDWIN ‘nx, Wholesale Jeweller, er] 5 
London, but now of 10, Great Coram-street, R meh cetabe 
re Evans: -% {deg = 24, at 11.30; Seiepball vereet, Me A 


Sept. 11, at 2.30; 







sm Bory: Ang 3, 0d ine 


Amin, Licensed Victualler, 55, St. ~~ 
Com, Fonblanque: ‘Aug. 28, at 11.30; and Sept. 16, at 1.90; 
Basinghall-street. Of. Ass. Graham. Sol. Begbiec, 33, Essex-stred, 
Strand, London, Pet, Aug. 12. 
Fawwar, Aug. 16, 1861. 
Watton, Wittiam Porter, Corn and Seed Merchant, Kingston-upa- 
Hull. Aug. 12, 
MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 
TogspaY, Aug. 13, 1861. 
Annory. Gerorce, Machiatat, Constitution-hill, eran a 
; Birmingham.—Battanrrne, Ropert, gO ¥ 


Herr Liverpool.—Brsxey, Sorat Sahoo, Sie 

setshire. t. 23, at 11; Bristol. —BRETTARGH, JOHN. ae fe 
Dealer, Pendleton, Manchester. Sept. 5, at 12; Nastbater Game 
VoREss!, ANTONIO, Merchant, Mauchesier. Sept. 5, at 12 ; Manchester. 


ULTATE, , & 
(Brown, Coultate, *~ *Co.) Sept. 5, at 12; Manttaaten 
Wit114M, Cloth Cap Manufacturer, Manchester. Sept. 5, at 12; 
chester,—GREENHALGH, SAMUEL, , Bury, Lancashire. 
4, at 12; Manchester. —KEVLAND, GzorcE, fn , Grocer & Ten 
Lancaster. im: 4, at 12; Manchester,—. ‘Cus, Janes, Jun., Wary 
houseman, Manchester. t. 3, at "Eivaneek tad —SILLAR, 
& Joun Cuartes Siuuar, Merchants, Liverpool, and Shanghai, ‘Chins. 
Sept. 3, at 11; Liverpool, 
Fripsy, Aug. 16, 1861. 

Ancent, Joun, Innkeeper, Rainbow Tavern, em. Sept. res 

Basinghall-street.—Asuwonra, Hanpex, Machine Broker & Cotton 


Manufacturer, Dukinfield, Chester. Sept. 10, at 12; Mencheaay 
Brake, Henry, Corn Merchant & Maltster, Sh Shide, near Newport, a 
Wight, and Brewer, 7, at 12; re eso 
Brew, Witt1am, Tailor & Draper, iL frlon-tret, Li 

caster. ou. 9 9, at 11; Liverpool,— 


ao 
Ship Owner and Coal Merchant, Liverpool. Se Se Tig vat IL 0 ee 
Dempser, Joun, Grocer & Fi Flour Deale coley-hiil, "A ’ ; 


cashire. Sep ll, at 12; Live tt Nemo wieaan and 

Sanpeason, Insurance Brokers for the Sale of Ships, and Forwarding 

Agents, Liverpest (er (Fowler & Sanderson). Sep. 9, at 11; Liverpool.— 

Lewis, 24, at 11; 

Liverpool. — M'Nuurt, JAMES, and Joux M‘Nuury, Joiners and’ Bull _ oe 
ve 

Saver, STEPHEN , Boot & Manufacturer, 138, | gnorediieh, 
eat 12.305 Geonot 


James, and Pants, % Watam H ewer 


Provision 
Liverpool (Paris, Brothers). Sept. 9, 1 street. 
SHERREN, Socaae ioeuates, pide 6 ihm, Went 
grove North, Bayswater, Middlesex. leet. t a 18. 12.30; 


gy see Guonox, Merchant, 16, Great Lenten, Sept 0S 
4 | 


a eS 
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Wecannot notice any communication unless accompanied by the 
name and address of the writer. 
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«,* Any error or delay occurring in the transmission of this 
Journal should be immediately communicated to the Publisher 
BRRATUM.—In the article entitled “ Evidence in Crimina 
Cases,” ante, p. 664, in reference to Mr. Worsley's pamphlet 
on that subject, an error occurs in ifth sentence. The 
ase ‘‘ The author impugns these propositions, and also 
“Mr. Taylor’s application of them,” should have been, “ The 
author impugns Mr. Taylor’s application of these pro- 


positions.” 
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Association. It will be remembered that a question as 
to the investment of the capital of that Association 
stands adjourned from the meeting in April last, upon 


which, as well as upon other important matters, the 
views of the assembled members will have to be ascer- 
tained. , 


A proposal for a further change in the law of evi- 


dence has been brought forward. The question has 
long en 
seems 

proposition to = or ger and the _ 
suggestion is, that the competency of parties 

be examined as witnesses shall be estindgl to criminal 
cases. Lord Brougham, in his opening 


the attention of law reformers; it now 
ely to be submitted in the shape of a distinct 
The 


address at the 


, Social Science Congress, introduces the subject by 
LONDON, AUGUST 24, 1861. reference to the Act which he succeeded in carrying ‘in 
the year 1851, for the examination of parties Yo vil 
CURRENT TOPICS. suits. He says:— 
The annual meeting of the Metropolitan and Provin- | Above twenty years before I had strongly urged the change 


cial Law Association. is announced to take place on 
Tuesday, the 8th, and Wednesday, the 9th, of October 
next, at Worcester. The programme consists of a meet- 
ing at eleven o'clock on Tuesday at the lecture room of 
the Worcestershire Natural History Society, in Foregate- 
street; a dinner at the Guildhall at six o’clock on the 
same day, at which Mr. Torr, the president of the asso- 
ciation will preside ; anda further meeting in the Natu- 
ral History Society’s room, on the following day at 
eleven o'clock. ‘Lhe Worcester and Worcestershire 
Law moore, Pare appointed Mr. Marcy as presi- 
dent, and . John Stallard as secretary of the 
local committee. It is requested that intimations 
on the part of members proposing to attend the meetings 
and join the dinner will be sent to the latter gentleman. 
The Secretary, Mr. Rickman, again urges on the 
country members of the Association the importance not 
only to the society but to the profession at large, of full 
attendance and active support on their part, and we have 
no doubt that his representations will meet with a 
cordial response. Many subjects connected with the 
conduct of the affairs of the Association require to be 
illustrated and supported by the aid of local opinion ; 
and in this, as in all similar matters, co-operation can 
only be effected by contact and comparison of views. 
The delightful neighbourhood of Worcester will present 
many attractions to the London members of the Asso- 
ciation, and the necessary arrangements for pron 
an assemblage from all quarters by railway have been 
made by the committee. A list of subjects is again 
submitted, on which papers are invited. The new 
Bankrupt Act headsthe fet which, in other respects, is the 
same as last year ; theremaining headings being as follows: 
—Professional Remuneration; Criminal Law Consolida- 
tion ; Sener Evidence ; Legal Education—the Pre- 
liminary and Intermediate Hxaminations ; Fusion of 
Law and Equity; Mining Leases; Appointment of a 
Minister of Justice; Offices of Executor and Trustee ; 
County Court Jurisdiction; Partnership en commandité 
—should it be legalized here? Registration of Partner- 
ships; Corrupt Practices at Elections; Joint Stock 
Companies ; Local Tribunals of Commerce and Coun- 
cils of Prud’hommes; Admiralty Court; Divorce 
Court; Local Government Legislation; Grand and 
Petty Juries—the principle of Unanimity; Law of 
Libel; Judgments—Lord St. Leonards’ Act of 1860; 
Appeal in Criminal Cases; Registration of Titles— 
Registration of Deeds; Whether a Union of the two 
branches of the Legal Profession would be advan- 
tageous to the Public? To these suggestions we may 
— venture to add the new question of the Law of 
vidence, 


It.is also announced that on Wednesday, the 9th of 
October, a: meeting of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Asso- 
ciation will be held at Worcester, at ten o'clock, which 


of the law of evidence in this and other respects. 


Various 
improvements had been effected rather by judicial decision 
than by statute—by what Mr. Bentham used to call “ judge- 
made law.” Then in 1843, Lord Denman carried a bill for 
removing the objection of interest to a witness’s competency, 
which I had in vain proposed fifteen years before. In 1842 
the proposal was renewed that, all objection of interest pro- 
posed to be removed, the parties should themselves be made 
competent. But the bill passed confined to witnesses not being 
made parties. It was foretold by the objectors that perjury 
would be increased. The Act passed, and there was nv in- 
crease of perjury. I then brought in the bill for the examina- 
tion of parties, and it passed without much opposition, though 
the Chancellor of the day resisted it, and had it referred to a 
select committee. But I never should have carried it had not 
the first step been taken by the bill of 1843, and the experi 
under that Act showed how safely we might go further. The 
Law Amendment Society, the precursor and the ally of our 
National Association, examined minutely the working of the 
County Courts Act in the examination of parties.. It cireu- 
lated queries to all the judges of those courts, and their 
answers proved wholly favourable to the plan. I had thus for 
the bill the powerful support of actual experience for several 
years; and I now have hopes of being able to complete the 
great change by a further step, extending it to criminal cases, 
at least so far as giving the defendant an option of being ex- 
amined if he pleases, and of course submitting himself to the 
sifting of cross- examination. 

The project has already been discussed in one of the 
daily newspapers, and is likely to attract a larger share 
of non-professional attention than any | 
which has been proposed of late years. We cannot ex- 
pect that so great an innovation upon the traditional 
course of public justice will be permitted to take place 
without opposition. Rules of law which have 
been rooted by centuries of uninterrupted usage in the 
minds of the peopl, are not likely to yield at 
the first blow to the stroke of reform, although we 
have been, to some extent, familiarized with great 
changes, and have seen, in many cases, the salu 
effects of amendment. The universal objection whi 
presents itself to this, as to all former movements in 
the same direction, is the prospect that temptations will 
be held out to perjury—a misgiving which we think 
experience has, on the whole, tended to allay; and 
which may be expected ultimately to subside altogether. 
A criminal, it may easily be supposed, will hesitate 
before he risks his chance of detection by a voluntary 

statement of what is false, even if he be callous to the 
additional crime of giving false witness. An innocent 
man, on the other hand, will, in most cases, come to the 
conclusion, and rightly, that his own evidence will more 
clearly establish his innocence than the testimony of 
others. The consciousness of this universal attribute of 
innocence will perhaps induce the guilty man in many 
instances to submit to be examined, for fear that his 
silence should prejudice him, and be interpreted asa 





will lend additional interest to the proceedings of the 





sign of his guilt. So far, however, the relaxation 
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would be favourable to the cause of innocence, whilst 
it would add to the embarrassments of the criminal 
by placing before him a choice of evils. We will take, 
for example, the case of Mr. Hatch. Nodoubtit wasin one 
respect exceptional. Evidence for the defence was not 
called, and no one can say, if Mr. Hatch’s witnesses had 
been called, that the jury would not have acquitted him, 
and that justice would not have been done on the first 
indictment. But whtlst the case does not establish the 
necessity for the proposed change, it yet furnishes a 
remarkable instance of a criminal trial, in which the 
admission of the defendant to become a witness in his 
own cause would have, in all probability, prevented the 
perpetration of what we now believe to be a grievous 
wrong. It is impossible, however, that so vital a change, 
involving such an entire re-construction of the theory 
of defence in criminal suits, can be accomplished without 
the fullest reflection. We invite the attention of our 
experienced readers to this most important subject, 
feeling assured that it is one which must before Nas 
largely attract public discussion. 


——————>—_————_ - 


PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS OF THE SESSION 
RELATING TO LAW AND LAWYERS. 


II. 
3. PoLIcE AND CRIMINALS. 


The good old “crowners quest” might fitly begin a 
section on the execution of the criminal law; but the 
return made, upon an address of the House of Commons, 
of coroners inquests in the metropolis (H. C. << was 
intended to throw light on the practice of murder of 
a particular kind, rather than on the legal procedure 
itself. In the early part of the year, when a complaint 
of the fewness of marriages was rising from a class 
where they are a luxury, some startling statements were 
current of the number of bodies of poorer children, 
recently born, and apparently put to death with 
violence, that were found in the different parishes of 
London. The paper is confined to inquests in the 
metropolitan district on the bodies of infants from the 
end of 1855 to the end of 1860, with a statement of the 
parish, age, sex, and verdict in each case. The list for 
these five years extends to seventy-six pages; the 
total number of the inquests being 3,901. Taking a 
page at a venture, which contains seventy cases in the 
various parishes, we find “wilfully murdered” set down 
against thirteen ; in the next two pages, the same words 
opposite four and fifteen cases respectively; which 
would give thirty-two murders out of 210 of the deaths, 
In many other cases, it is noted that the circumstances 
of the death are unknown. All these wilfully murdered 
children are described as newly born. Let England 
remember these numbers when it thanks Heaven it is 
not as other countries are, and has no houses of charity 
at whose wickets mothers, who ought to be maids, can 
leave their babes at nightfall unharmed. 

The Metropolitan Police (H.C. 200) increased from 
5,217, in March, 1857, to 5,272, in March, 1859; in the 
next year the number was 5,188, and in March, 1861, 
5,279 together with 462 employed under the 23 & 24 
Vict. c. 135, in her Majesty’s yards. Of the force in 
the counties and boroughs the fourth peneet UF C. 67), 
under _ 19 Sept 20 bong c. 69, 4 ae e for the 
year ending ember, 1860, jor Cartwright, in- 
ar for the Eastern Couns idland, and North 

ales district; Colonel Woodford, for the Northern 
District ; and Captain Willes, for the Southern. The 
Rutlandshire force is one chief constable and four 
constables, yet in the ae no fewer than 20,132 casual 
lodgers and vagrants slept at the common lodging houses 


in Oakham and Uppingaam, and 562 vagrants were 
relieved at the union. In Oxford, the University under- 


takes the night duties. 
stabulary 


The extra duties of the con- 
all under the heads of inspectors of 





weights and measures, inspectors of common lodging 
houses, assistant relieving officer for vagrants, inspector 
‘of nuisances, high constables, serving summonses for 
coroners, and deputy surveyors of highways. Major 
Cartwright advocates throwing prosecution expenses on 
the local authorities. One prisoner in Northampton. 
shire had cost the country thirty-two prosecutions, 
The forces in the respective districts are 4,179, 5,310, 
and 4,004. 

By the 5 and 6 Will. 4, c. 38, power is given to a 
Secretary of State to appoint a number of persons, not 
exceeding five, to inspect, either singly or together, 
every gaol or other place for the confinement of 
prisoners ; also power to authorise any person or persons 
to inspect any such place upon any occasion. Mr, 
Sydney Turner, inspector of the certified refo 
schools of Great Britain, in June last reports a continu- 
ance of the sensible diminution of juvenile crime since 
the establishment of these schools—the numbers of 
young offenders in England and Wales for the years 
ending September, 1859 and 1860, being 8,913 and 8,029, 
But as this decrease might be attributed to an earlier 
preventive education, the numbers of commitments of 
offenders above sixteen years old are shown to have 
steadily decreased in four years from 112,322 to 92,586, 
Taking the increase of population into account, the 
decrease of the crimes of boys and girls in five years is 
stated at 40 per cent.; in grown persons, at 12 per 
cent. It is remarkable that the latter decrease did not 
show itself until the former had had time to bear on 
the supply of older criminals. The inmates of the re- 
formatories themselves have increased from 3,222 in 
December, 1859, to 3,712 in December, 1860. This the 
inspector attributes to the admission of a great number 
of children, under twelve, on first conviction—an in- 
convenience which will, he hopes, be remedied by the 
industrial schools. He recommends the following three 
rules :—that no boy be committed to a reformatory on 
a first conviction, unless an orphan of whom the pe 
could not, or could not be required, to take charge; 
that every boy convicted for the second or third time 
should be committed to the reformatory for at least 
three years; that the parent, unless a widow or dis- 
abled, should contribute something, however small, 
Girls appear as criminals at a later age than boys. As 
they ought to be entirely separated from vicious in- 
fluences, they should be placed in a reformatory on 
first conviction. The system is successful. It 
appears by the returns to the inspector from the 
managers of the schools, that of 1,000 boys dis- 
charged in England up to the end of 1859, above 
600 are known to be doing well, 120 have been 
convicted, and 100 are doubtful characters. Of girls, 
the proportion known to be doing well is about 40 per 
cent. oar. The majority of relapses take place among 
those who are returned to their friends or relatives. 
Placing the boy or girl out on licence (ticket of leave) 
for a year has succeeded. Contribution from parents in 
England has increased ; it amounted to £2,234 11s. 3d. 
for 1860. The payment by the Treasury was £46,735 
12s. 4d. Cases of ill-usage and improper punishment 
have occurred at the large reformatory at Redhill. What 
they were is not stated, though the object of a re 
should be to enable Parliament to form its own opinion. 
The number of reformatories in England (including 
Wales) is 48, with accommodation for above 2,600 
and 570 girls. With reference to the industrial schools, 
we may here notice the report (H. C. 460) of the select 
committee appointed to inquire how the education of 
destitute children ae be most es, _ by 
any public funds. For children who have acquired 
criminal or vagrant habits, the committee does not 
recommend any such provision until the industrial 
schools measure has been tried. Ordinary ra 
schools, if they give industrial training, may have 
certain allowances from the Privy Council for rent and 
raw materials. 
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The decrease which the report on reformatories states 
to have taken place in the number of prisoners is sup- 
rted by the statement of Mr. J.G. Perry, in the 26th 
rt of the inspectors of prisons, that in the houses of 
correction in Middlesex and Surrey the commitments, 
which underwent reduction to the amounts respec- 
tively of 4,802 and 2,106 in the two previous years, 
have in the last year been further reduced respectively 
by 1,365 and 479. Notwithstanding that productive 
labour is found more beneficial as a reforming agent 
than other labour, and aids the rates by large pecuniary 
receipts, there are still many large prisons in which it 
isa matter of difficulty to find work even for those who 
are sentenced to hard labour. This report embraces 
‘the southern district ; and exhibits in a separate notice 
of each prison the number of the prisoners, distinguish- 
ing between males and females, committed in the last 
ear, the average daily number, and the greatest num- 
Catone time; the annual ordinary charge per prisoner ; 
aclassification of the prisoners, whether for trial or com- 
mitted, &c.; and their employment. Maidstone county 
gaol, which has the mh, daily average, 500, may be 
selected as an example. The annual charge there per pri- 
soner is £21 10s. Among the number are 136 summary 
misdemeanants, 207 convicted of felony, and 67 misde- 
meanants convicted at assizes or sessions. The trades of the 
commoner kinds are carried on in the prison. There were 

76 prisoners at the treadmill, which is used in grinding 
corn for the county prison and lunatic asylum. In the 

ending Michaelmas, 1859, the infirmary cases were 

429; the slight cases seen by the surgeon, 11,208 ; cases 
of insanity, 9— contradicting, says the report, the 
common belief that this malady is of more common 
occurrence in prisons on the separate system than 
where the prisoners are associated. All persons 
registered as Roman Catholics are allowed and required 
to attend Divine Service of their Church on Sundays. 
Mass is performed for the males in the manufactory in 
the presence of an officer. The priest converses with 
the females in their cells, a female officer being in 
attendance in the corridor, near the cell door, which is 

ajar, so that the prisoner is not in sight of the 
cer. The report observes that it would be more 
in accordance with the gaol Act if the officer did not 
lose sight of the prisoner during the interview. This 
is effected in some prisons by means of a door of thick 
glass, which intercepts the sound of the voices. Ten 
isoners were in punishment cells on bread and water. 
ere had been eight floggings in the year. On two 
boys, one sixteen and the other fourteen, the punish- 
ment had been inflicted with the cat. Not only was 
this contrary to custom, but the scars made the persons 
inadmissible in after life into the army. In several of 
those awards < peebeens it was not stated that the 
evidence was taken on oath as required by law. One 
prisoner had been put in irons until further notice, 
contrary to 2 & 3 Vict. c. 56,s.6. In the notices of 
most of the other prisons such points as those observed 
at Maidstone are not touched upon, and there is in 
this report ennety: a want of systematic information 
as to the religious and moral influences brought to bear 
a the prisoners, particularly such as are not of the 
lished Church, the punishments and rewards, the 
cases of sickness, the diet of the prisoners, their hours 
of work and relaxation, and the social position and at- 
tainments of the pemey If Parliament depends on 
this little octavo of forty-four pages for its information 
on such matters as to all the prisons of the southern 
district, legislative knowledge must Le lacking as to 
some of them, and must be very meagre and perfunctory 
as to others. 

On the particulars of the corporal punishments in- 
flicted in the gaols and houses of correction in the 
United Kingdom, both the Lords and the Commons 
have addressed for, and received, returns (H. L. 665; 
H.C. 3) for the period of the last three years. From 





floggings in England was 838, the counties of Cumber- 
land, Huntingdon, Monmouth, and Rutland, having an 
honourable “nid” against them. In Wales, Denbigh 
and Montgomery are the two only flogging counties, 
with a total of 16 cases between them. ‘The offence is 
specified in this return, also the number of lashes, 
whether public or private, the prisoner’s age, by whom 
the flogging was inflicted ; and further, the names of the 
visiting justices who ordered it, the date of the order, 
and the names of the justices, surgeons, and other 
persons present. We find a boy of eight receiving 
twenty-four lashes with the birch. At Faversham, two 
boys of nine—let our readers keep their stomachs—are cut 
with fifteen lashes of the cat, one by the order of J. B. 
Sharp and E. Garraway, Esqs., the other by that of S. G. 
Johnson and C. Bryant, Esqs.; the surgeon also being an 
E. Garraway, Esq. Elsewhere children of ten have forty- 
eight lashes with the birch, and a boy of eleven, brought 
out, it seems, to be stripped a second time and re-scarred, 
has twenty and fourteen with a cat. At Newcastle 
Gaol a child of cight is flogged with eight lashes of the 
eat by order of C. E. Ellison, Esq.; it was not thought 
worth while, apparently, to keep a record of the persons 
present at this lashi Such was generally the case at 
this prison, at which there were nearly 100 cases of 
flogging out of the whole 838, and all, strange to say, 
accounted for by the one word “larceny.” At Shepton 
Mallet, in Somersetshire, there is nothing under twenty- 
four with the cat. Two of the boys there were ten 
years old, one of whom had thirty lashes. The 
me of all were between ten and sixteen. A boy 
there of fourteen received eight-and-forty lashes with the 
cat; but then, we are told that these punishments were 
slightly given, and that no blood was drawn. Ac- 
tually, a child of seven, at Petworth 1, of which 
the Duke of Richmond and the ls of Chi- 
chester, March, Winterton, and Egmont were 
visiting justices, received thirteen lashes with the cat, 
but by whose order is not disclosed. Then why talk 
of doing away with such flogging in the army or navy? 
—unless, indeed, the strong arm of martial law put aside 
the cat as childish. At any rate, why send a school- 
master to prison for two months with hard labour for 
wealing a young lad with a cane? As another phase of 
this prison practice, men of forty and fifty years of age 
are with a birch rod “on the bare breech.” 

The thus, at an age when the flesh as well as 
the heart is “ waxen ” to take an impress, having been 
endorsed for life with the scores of infamy, will in due 
time rank among the inmates of the convict prisons. 
In May last (H. C. 278), the number of prisoners at 
Brixton, Chatham, Dartmoor, Fulham, Millbank, 
Parkhurst, Pentonville, Portland, Portsmouth, and 
Woking, was—males, 5,890; females, 1,175. Since the 
lst of January there was a decrease of 918 (H. C. 99). 
As many as 850 took part in the outbreak at Chatham. 
A paper (H. C. 125) shows the crime, sentence, date of 
conviction, general prison character, class, and amount of 

tuity to lst of February, of each of them. The very 
rst page of it is sufficiently striking. Out of 82 men 
14 had been “exemplary,” 31 “very good,” and 22 
** good” and “moderately good” and only 9 are re- 
turned as “‘ very bad” or “ bad.” Casting our eyes over 
the other pages, we see exemplary, very good, and good, 
set against by far the most names. At p. 7, for instance, 
no less than 62 are very good, and at p. 9, 67. i 
paper also contains copies of orders issued on the occa- 
sion by the directors of convict prisons. 


> - 


By the returns published short time since, it appears 
that in the year 1860, 212 petitions werefiled for dissolu- 
tion of marriage, only one less than in 1859; and there were 
62 petitions for judicial separation, 18 less than in the previous 
year. There were 13 applications for restitution of conjugal 
rights in 1860. 141 causes were tried, The fees received 





the Lords’ paper it appears that the total number of 








mounted to £2,490, 
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The Courts, Appointments, Promotions, 
Vacancies, Ke. 


MANSION HOUSE. 

Aug. 20.—William Balmanno was charged with embez- 
zling the sum of £14 Os. 4d., the property of his employers. 

Mr. William R. Turner said,—I am partner in the firm of 
Preston and Turner, solicitors, of 16, Water-lane, Great 
Tower-street. The prisoner was our clerk. On the 13th of 
June last I gave him £11 to pay administration duty at the 
Probate Office for a client, which he has entered in his book as 
having been paid by him. My suspicions having been aroused 
from other circumstances, I made inquiries, and found that he 
had not done so, and I now produce the papers, which have 
never been stamped. A £1 stamp should have been on the 
bond, and one tor £11 on the grant. At the time the £11 
was given to him he also received £3 10s. from the cashier, 
and should have paid, in addition to the above duties, 16s. 6d. 
for court fees, 2s. 6d. for the affidavit, and 1s. for the receipt, 
none of which have been paid; I spoke to him on the subject 
last Tuesday, when he told me he had lost the money. “I find 
in the prisoner's book that he has charged £1 for stamping a 
bondonthe 12th of June, which was the day he entered our 
service. I now produce the bond, which is unstamped. Since 
the prisoner has been in custody I have received a letter from 
him, asking us to forego the prosecution and offering to refund 
the money. 

Mr. George Laverick, a clerk in the prosecutors’ office, 
proved the payment of the money to the prisoner for the pur- 
poses above stated. 

The prisoner, who said he should reserve his defence, was 
committed to the Old Bailey for trial. 


Mr. Baron Wilde, who has been presiding in the Nisi Prius 
Court at the Liverpool Assizes since they opened on the 12th 
instant, was compelled on Thursday to adjourn the Court at 
an early hour in the afternoon, as he was taken exceedingly 
mnwell. At the usual adjournment his lordship was very 

ly; and as his indisposition was increasing, Mr. Baron 

Marten (who was presiding on the Crown side) entered at the 

resumption of the trial, and. announced that his brother Wilde 

was so much indisposed as to preclude the possibility of his 
ing with the businéss that day. 

~ dames Stephen, Esq., L.L.D., recorder of Poole, has been 

appointed revising barrister for West Somerset. 

Mr..Joseph William Taylor, of Buxton, Derbyshire, has been 
appointed a commissioner to administer oaths in the High 
Court of Chancery in England. 


piiiiedinat 
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Recent Becisions. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Ricuts op Master or a Suir acainst OwNERS—MasTERr’s 
Contracts ABROAD—CHARTERPARTY. 
Bristow v. Whitmore, H. of L., 9 W. R, 621. 
© Yt is matter of clear law, from the decisions of Hussey v. 
Christie (9 East. 426) and Smith vy. Plummer (i B. & Ald. 
$75) downwards, followed by Atkinson v. Cotesworth (3 B. & 
. 647), that neither upon a ship, nor upon the freight of a 
ship, has the master any lien as against the owner in respect of 
money expended or of obligations incurred by him on account of 
the ship, either in fitting her out for the voyage, in repairs, in 
providing stores or necessaries for the voyage, in payment of 
seamen’s wages, or “for other disbursements which he has 
made during the voyage” (4 De G. & J. 333), however neces- 
sary (9 W. R. 622). His assertion of lien on behalf of the 
wwner is another thing, but as against the owner his remedy is 
@ personal one only (Wilkins v. Carmichael, 1 Doug. 101). 
With regard to the master’s own wages, indeed, the rule has 
been relaxed by the Merchant Shipping Act, and he now has, 
80 fax as the case permits, the came rights, liens, and remedies 
for the recovery of his wages as the ordinary seaman (17 & 18 
Vict. ¢. 104,%. 191), There is another case as to which Sir 
W. P. Wood, V.C., has expressed some hesitation,—the position 
of a master who has borrowed money to defray the “current 
expenses” of a ship abroad, and has expended the money for 
that . The query arises from the absence of authority, 
and from a ¢ in the judgment of Lord Ellenborough in 





Smith v. Plummer; but the doubt appears not to be enter. 
tained by either Lord Cranworth or Lord Kingsdown, whoge 
statements on this subject are couched in very general terms 
(9 W. R. 622); whilst Lord Chelmsford expressly says (4 De 
G. & J. 336), that it is difficult to consider the question as fy 
“ current expenses” to be still undecided. 

In Bristow v. Whitmore the application of the above rule 
would have led to great practical hardship. In this case the 
master of the ship, on two occasions when at foreign ports, had 
entered into charter-parties, whereby he agreed to let the ship | 
for the conveyance of troops, undertaking also to make alters. 
tions in the vessel, and to provide stores, for which it was ex. 
pressed that he, the master, was to be paid by Governments 
certain sum per head for each person so conveyed. One of the 
charter-parties, in which the master described himself as com. 
mander-owner of the ship, was under seal; the other, in which 
he was described as master of the ship, was not under seal, 
Having paid money and incurred liability in respect. of the cost 
of altering and victualling the ship, he claimed against the 
mortgagees of the owner to be reimbursed his expenses as a fint 
payment out of the freight, which had been paid by Govern. 
ment into the Court of Chancery. Now it is evideént, thatif 
the master’s claim could have been shown by his opponents) — 
have depended on his right to lien on freight, it must, con | 
sistently with the above rule, have failed; and, the owner of | 
the ship being bankrupt, the master must have proved for his 
outlay like an ordinary debtor under the bankruptcy. This 
view was pressed upon Sir W. P. Wood, but the learned Vics. 
Chancellor, in language which was afterwards adopted by Lon 
Chancellor Campbell, treated the master’s payments and liahj. 
lities as expenses, not on account of the ship, nor even as “cur 
rent expenses,” about which the Vice-Chancellor felt some doubt, 
but as expenses “ entirely and simply in fulfilment of the char. 
terparties.” He considered it a case in which a contract had 
been entered into by the master for the owner, and performed 
by the master for the owner; and on the principle of Qu | 
sentit commodum sentire debet et onus, that no one could take — 
the freight without first indemnifying the master. This view | 
was supported by the late Lord Chancellor, who described the — 
plaintiff as not being the master of a ship asking fora lieng, — 
freight, but as an agent, who in perfect good faith had entered — 
into a contract on behalf of his principal, which the principal 
had afterwards ratified. Lord Cranworth also considered it 3 
fallacy to treat this as a question of lien on freight. It 
case, he thought, which was to be regulated, not by shippin 
law, but by the law of contract as relating to piscina al 
agent. Lord Kingsdown also said that if an t makes a 
contract on behalf of his principal, whether with or without 
authority, the principal cannot both approbate and reprobate 
the contract: he must adopt it altogether or not.at all. a 

From these conclusions Lord Chelmsford, who, when si 
as Chancellor, had overruled the Vice-Chancellor Wood, 
also Lord Wensleydale, dissented. Theformer noblelord, on both 
occasions, dwelt with earnestness on the circumstance that 0 — 
dispute had been raised as to the era, thy the master to — 
enter intothe charter-parties, Lord Wensleydale said, therews 
no averment in the bill or suggestion in the evidence, that the — 
master had no authority. If there existed any ground for this 
suggestion, the fact ought to have been averred and proved. 
Upon the assumption, then, of sufficient authority in the 
master, the two noble lords proceeded to hold that, the contract 
being within the authority given by the owner, it was incorrect 
to talk of the owner adopting it. How could a man adopt his 
own contract? He was bound by it the moment it was con- 
cluded by his authorised agent. That being so, thesentering 
into the charter-party and the loan of the vessel for the 
transfer of troops was as much part of the regular business of 
the owner and employment of the ship as the carrying of mer- 
chandise. There existed no difference between freight and the 
fruits of a contract—both were equally ship’s earnings; and upon 
neither ship nor freight could the master, who was the mere 
servant of the owner, possess any lien. There was no dis- 
tinction, they held, between an outlay for necessaries on # par- 
ticular voyage and on an ordinary voyage. The master 
might have protected himself by entering into a special 
stipulation with the owner that he should be paid his expenses 
first out of the freight; but this he had not done, ’ 

These being the main arguments of the dissentient minority 
it is plain that the real ce of opinion among the law 
lords turned upon quite a new question—viz,, whether or not 
the master was duly authorised to enter) into the charter- 
pecsiee so as to bind the owner. Lords Chelmsford and 

ensleydale, who went on the assumption that he was #0 
authorised, distinctly admitted that if the master were to be 
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held to have made the contracts without the authority of the 


owner, the latter might have sued him for neglect of duty, or , 


might have ratified his unauthorised acts. Lord Kingsdown, 
whose decision was in favour of the master, was strongly of 
inion that the execution of the charter-party was ultra vires; 
but that, as the owner had adopted it, he could not obtain the 
benefit of it without first repaying the master his outlay. 

The result of Bristowe v. Whitmore, therefore, is, in the first 
place, to confirm the rule of law above stated as to the ship- 
master’s lien against the owner; but, further, to show that a 
master may, by entering into a charter-party abroad, establish 
anew relation of principal and agent between the owner and 
himself, and to the extent of the charterparty put an end to 
the relation of employer and servant. It is clearly of the 
highest importance to ascertain what acts on the part of the 
ship-master will be sufficient to effect this change. In the 

t case, Lord Kingsdown held (Lords Chelmsford and 
Wensleydale dissenting), that the contract for conveyance of 
troops was, under the circumstances, the contract of an un- 
authorised agent; and the same conclusion must be drawn 
from the judgments of the other learned authorities; for their 
reasoning proceeds on the ground that the owners had ratified 
the contract, and if they were able to ratify the contract, it 
seems to follow that they might have repudiated it. (See 
Gibbs v. Charlton, 26 L. J. Ex. 322.) Hitherto it has been laid 
down that the owners are bound to the performance of any 
lawful contract made by the master abroad relative to the 
“ysual employment” of the ship (See “ Abbott on Ship- 
ping,” p. 100, Maclachlan, pp. 121—128, and the cases there 
cited). Bristow v. Whitmore seems to decide that the con- 
veyance of troops at least is not part of the “ usual employ- 
ment” of a vessel, and that the owners may, or may not at 
their option, ratify the act of their master in undertaking it. 


The rights of the master in Bristow v. Whitmore were in a 
iar position. On the charterparty under seal an action or 
suit could have been brought only in hisname. He himself 
might have brought the action, and recovered the freight. Had 
he done so, the owner could have sued him only for money had 
and received ; and in such an action he would have been allowed 
to claim his expenses as a set-off. This also he would have 
been permitted to do, if he had brought a suit in equity. On 
the other instrument not under seal the owners might have 
sued in their own names, and might have recovered the freight 
without reimbursing the master. Had this been done, Lord 
Cranworth supposes that in a court of equity the master 
would have enjoyed the same advantage as he would have had 
in the former case. Lord Chelmsford, however, appears to 
think otherwise (4 De. G. & J. 338), and that equity would not 
go further than the law. 

It was further argued by the opponents of the master’s claim 
that he might, if he also wanted money, have hypothecated the 
ship. But this seems extremely doubtful. The criterion of 
the right to hypothecate is necessity (Maclachlan, p. 47)— 
that is to say, absolute failure of personal credit, which did 
not exist in this case. And why should the parties be put to 
the expensive process of hypothecation, when the master was 
in @ position to raise the money without paying maritime 
interest ? 

_ It is remarkable that the rule which denies to the master any 
lien upon the ship or freight for advances is opposed to the pro- 
visions of the Roman law, and of the maritime law of most 
modern nations. Reasons for the existence of this discrepancy 
were suggested in the course of the litigation in Bristow v. Whit- 
more. It may have arisen partly from the technical nature of 
our law of lien, which requires that there shall be possession 
of the property upon which the lien attaches to enable a party 
to enforce it. A more powerful reason appears to be, that 
the rule is intended to preserve the legal provision of the vessel 
and its earnings at all times in the owner (Green v. Briggs, 
6 Hare 395, 404); a result which would be seriously inter- 
fered with if the master could detain the ship or its freight 
im apa of oo B rye his own. In such a case the owner 
ou eprived of his ship and freight unti 
were settled with the master, . oe 

The simplicity and universality of the general rule is un- 
doubtedly to some extent broken in upon a Bristow v. Whit 
mere. We have in this case, probably for the first time, an 
instance of a master of a ship having executed a charter- 
party abroad, which, whether ultra vires, as Lord Kingsdown 
supposes, or not, was, at least, not repudiated by the owner, 
Presa claiming his expenses incurred in the necessary 
> lment of the contract, as a payment out of the freight, 

he relation of employer and servant has, by acts of the 


{ master alone, been put an end to, and a new relation, that 


| 


of principal and agent, has, to the extent of the contract, 
| been substituted between him and the owner The decision in 
| Bristow v. Whitmore gives additional security to the rights 
| of the master of a ship, but it does so by an invasion of the 
| doctrine insisted on by Lord Wensleydale—that the ship 
' master is a mere servant of the owners, acting for their benefit; 
| and it furnishes a remarkable limitation to the principle of law— 
' that the contracts of the master abroad bind the owners. More 
| Obvious exceptions to the same rule occur in the cases of 
Burgon v. Sharpe, 2 Campb. 529, and Dewell v. Moxon, 1 
Taunt. 391. See also “Story on Agency,” sect. 116, and 
Pickering v. Holt, 6 Greenl. 160. 





F EQUITY. 
RECTIFICATION OF A SETTLEMENT ON THE GROUND OF 
MISTAKE, 


Elwes v. Elwes, L. J., 9 W. R. 307, 820. 


By the plaintiff's marriage settlement, executed in 1826, 
certain manors and lands were settled to the use, inter alia, of 
the plaintiff for life ; remainder to trustees for 2,000 years to secure 
£20,000 for younger children; remainder to the use of the first 
and other sons of the plaintiff in tail male; remainder to the 
use of the plaintiff in tail general; remainder to the use of the 
plaintiff's father, R. C. Elwes, in fee. In 1852, the plaintiff, 
having become involved in pecuniary difficulties, applied to his 
father for assistance, which the father consented to give, pro- 
vided a re-settlement should be made, under which the estates 
should descend in the male line. Ultimately, in 1852, the 
estates were settled, subject to the uses of the settlement of 
1826 preceding plaintiff's estate in tail general, to such uses as 
the plaintiff’s father and himself should jointly appoint, and in 
default of appointment, to the use of Valentine Elwes, the 
plaintiff’s first son in tail general; remainder to the plaintiff's 
other sons in tail; remainder to the plaintiff's daughter in tail; 
remainder as R. C. Elwes should appoint. As R. C. Elwes 
was anxious that the estates should descend in the male line, 
and gave the plaintiff a consideration for his concurrence 
in effecting this, the plaintiff consented that this should be so, 
provided that the sam of £100,000 should be secured to his 
danghters, Accordingly, the estates were (subject to the uses 
precedent to the plaintiff’s estate tail) appointed to such uses 
as R. C. Elwes and himself should appoint, and in default of 
appointment, to trustees for 1,500 years from the decease of 
the plaintiff and R. C. Elwes, or on failure of the limitations - 
of 1826, and, subject thereto, to the use of the first and other 
sons of the plaintiff in tail; remainder as R. C. Elwes should 
appoint, and, in default of appointment, to R. C. Elwes’s other 
sons successively in tail male; with an ultimate remainder to 
R. C. Elwes in fee. R. C. Elwes died in 1852. In 
1856, Valentine Elwes being about to marry, his estate 
in tail male in remainder was barred and the estates 
resettled. The disentailing deed contained a saving of 
the plaintiff's life estate under thesettlement of 1826, and of the 
trusts of such life estate, as also of the several powers thereto 
annexed; but neither the disentailing deed nor the settlement 
contained any mention of the term of 1,500 years which was 
to secure a sum of £100,000 for the plaintiff's daughters. 
Previously to the execution of the disentailing deed, the 
plaintiff and Valentine Elwes signed an agreement (inter alia) 
to the effect that Valentine Elwes should disentail the re- 
version of the estates, and limit them (subject to the plaintiff's 
life interest and powers, and all subsisting charges) to the joint 
appointment of the father and son, and, subject theerto, to the 
use of Valentine Elwes for life; remainder to his first and 
other sons in tail, &c. The plaintiff filed his bill, praying 
that the settlement should be rectified by an insertion of the 
term of 1,500 years. Tho plaintiff, as also the agent of both 
parties, who was consulted as to the terms of the settlement, 
and the family solicitor, affirmed their belief that the term was 
omitted by mistake, There was, however, no evidence of any 
agreoment to keep it alive, or even that it had been mentioned 
while the schome of re-settlement was being prepared. The 
decision of Vice-Chancellor Stuart, who dismissed the bill with 
costs, was accordingly affirmed, on appeal, by the Lords 
Justices. 

That articles are to be more liberally construed even than a 
will in favour of the beneficiaries was laid down in the case of 
Trevor v. Trevor, 2 Brown's Parl, Cases, 122, and has never 
| since been contradicted. Thus, limitations in articles giving 
| an estate tail to the husband or the wife, or to both husband 
and wife if the land be the husband's, are to be executed in 
stiict settlement (vide Fearne Con. Rem. pp, 93, 94, Ed, 1844), 
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if either the settlement be not prepared until after the 
marriage, or if it profess to be founded upon the articles. If 
the settlement, however, precede the marriage, and contain no 
reference to the articles, its provisions are final, and will be re- 
garded by the Court as rightly declaring the intention of the 
parties, even though it do not conform to the usual provisions 
of marriage settlements (Fearne, p. 107). Such a marriage 
settlement, therefore, is to be construed like any other deed, 
and will not be altered by the Court in favour of any alleged 
general intention to provide for the issue. On the other hand, if a 
mistake have occurred in framing it, so that its terms do not 
correspond with the intention of the parties declared by them 
while the settlement was being prepared, it will be rectified, 
like any other instrument, upon the general ground of mistake. 
Such a mistake, however, must have been common to both 
parties. If, as in the principal case, it has been unilateral only, 
the party who neglected to watch his interests, and 
to have a stipulation framed to secure the object of his 
intention, is remediless, vigilantibus mon dormientibus 
subveniunt leges. If, indeed, the precise matter were 
kept out of his view by the artfulness of the opposite party, 
such a state of things might give him a locus standi in a 
court of equity, on the ground of the fraud so practised on 
him. Fraud, however, is a ground of relief wholly different 
from that of mistake, and can never be substantiated by the 
mere fact of an omission of a stipulation not mentioned at the 
time, and to keep which out of view the other party is not 
shown to have done any positive act. But a mere mistake, 
forgetfulness, or negligence, on the part of one party only is, 
toto celo, different from a case wherein fraud has been prac- 
tised, or where a mistake has occurred, in not reducing to 
writing the declared intention of both parties. “ No settle- 
ment,” says the Vice-Chancellor, in the present cases, “ has 
ever been altered or reformed on the ground that a stipulation, 
which was wished or intended by one of the contracting 
parties, but never agreed to or even mentioned or brought to 
the attention of the other of the contracting parties, had been 
omitted.” In such a case the maxim, “caveat emptor,” applies. 
The Court does not make the contracts of its suitors; it 
merely rectifies the evidences of the terms of those contracts, 
when these are by mistake imperfectly reduced to writing, 
and, consequently, differ from the declared intention of the 
parties. 

It may be observed that the daughters of the plaintiff, 
although they were purchasers under his own settlement as to 
the sum of £20,000, and even of the sum of £100,000 as 
regards the plaintiff under the deed of 1846, were not pur- 
chasers of the latter sum as against the defendant, because 
he took an estate tail prior to the limitation to the trustees of 
the term securing that sum. The ci:cumstances of the case 
are peculiar, and certainly go far to show that the plaintiff 
intended to secure this charge for them, although it was 
nearly one-third of the estimated value of the fee-simple 
estates. It was carefully bargained for by the plaintiff in 
1846, as a compensation to them for his consenting to exclude 
them from their right to succession under the limitation to him 
in tail general in the settlement of 1826. But, as it was subse- 
quent to the estate tail of the defendant limited by the settle- 
ment of 1826, he should not be presumed to give it priority, 
especially as the daughters were entitled under their father's 
settlement to a charge of £20,000 prior to the defendant's 
estate tail, The prayer of the bill, therefore, should have been, 
as observed by Turner, L.J., “not to correct the settlement 
according to the agreement of the parties, but to add to their 
agreement a provision which had not been determined upon 
or even agitated between them.” ‘The case is a little intricate, 
owing to the conflicting intentions of the parties; the grand- 
father, R. C, Elwes, having been anxious that the estates 
should go in the male line while the father was anxious to 
provide amply for the daughters, and yet to comply in the 
main with the wishes of the former. As, however, there was 
no express stipulation as to the term of 1,500 years and the 
very considerable sum which it secured throughout the entire 
negotiation between father and son which led to the settlement 
of 1857, there is no room to question the soundness of the de- 
cision. 

COMMON LAW. 
Practice—DiscHarce ov Exxcution Depron UNDER 48 
Gero. 3, c. 123. 

Cook vy. Beardsall, Exch,, 9 W. R. 790. 

With reference to this case, it must be remembered that 
though under 7 & 8 Vict. c. 96, 8. 57, a person cannot be 





m ee 
taken in execution for a judgment debt which does not ex; 

£20 exclusive of the costs, that provision applys only to judg. 
ments in action brought for the recovery of a debt, and not for 
a tresspass, assault, and the like. It is to relieve persons jp 
prison who have been taken on such judgments, whereip 
damages have been awarded under £20, that the statuty 
48 Geo, 3, c. 123, was passed. The particular point of practigg 
decided in the present case upon this Act has, we beli 

been long settled. Indeed, there is an express rule of Court 
upon the subject, though it does not appear to have beep 
brought before the notice of the Court. We refer to Reg. Gen, 
H. T. 1853 (Pr.) r. 128, which provides that the rule for the 


prisoner’s discharge under the Act may be made absolute iq | 


the first instance, on an affidavit having been filed of noticg 
having been given ten days previously to the application, ] 
has been held that this notice should be served on the plain. 
tiff in the action in which the prisoner is detained, not on the 
attorney on the record. (See Harris v. Turtle, 8 Mer. & W, 
258.) In the present case, it was served on the executor of 
the plaintiff, the latter having died while the defendant lay in 
prison. 


ResPEcTIveE Ricuts oF PERSONAL REPRESENTATIVES AND 
JUDGMENT CREDITORS. 


The Wolverhampton and Staffordshire Banking Co. v. Marston, 
Exch. 9 W. R. 790. 


An important case with reference to the respective rights of 
judgment and other creditors of a deceased person. A creditor 
of A. brought an action against his personal representative and 
obtained judgment therein, whereupon issued a writ of fi. fa, d 
bonis testatoris. In the interim, however, between the signi 
of the judgment and the issue of this writ, the defendant ha 
by deed assigned all A.’s property to trustees for the benefit of 
A.’s creditors generally; and the question then arose upon an 
interpleader summons, taken out by the sheriff into whos 
custody the goods came on the execution of the fi. fa., whos 
title should prevail—that of the trustees, or that of the creditor 
who had obtained the judgment. 

Now, generally speaking, and irrespective of the policy of 
the bankrupt law (which does not affect the present case, a 
A. does not appear to have been a trader) a debtor has a right 
to prefer one creditor to another. Hence, an assignment by 
deed by a man (not being a trader) of all his effects to onea 
more of his creditors, or to trustees for their benefit, is good 
enough, provided, alway, that the circumstances of the case do 
not bring it within the scope of the statute against fraudulent 
conveyances (13 Eliz. c. 5), which makes void such a deed 
aa against creditors, if made with intent to defraud them 
This proposition was discussed and determined as above in the 
case of Pickstock v. Lyster (3 M. & S. 371), and the doctring 
in fact, governed the present case; for (as observed by the 
Chief Baron) if a man may make a bond fide assignment o 
this sort, it follows that his representative may do so also—to 
which we may add, that the circumstance of one of the 
creditors having obtained judgment makes no difference, pro- 
vided he had not levied execution; inasmuch as the property ia 
a defendant’s goods and chattels is bound only for the satisfae- 
tion of the judgment creditor, from the teste or issuing of the 
fi. fa. It is to be observed that the Court in deciding in favour 
of the validity of the assignment intimated that the judgment 
creditor probably had a remedy against the executor on & 
devastavit.. To explain this, it must be remembered that if an 
executor or administrator be extravagant in his payment even 
of necessary expenses incurred after death (as for the interment 
of the deceased), or misapply the assets coming to him in any 
particular, it amounts, in technical language, to a devastagjt or 
waste of the substance of the deceased. The mode of proceed- 
ing to be adopted by a creditor in such a case is, first of all to 
sue the executor or administrator, and obtain judgment (as in 
the present case), and then obtain from the sheriff a return 
that there are no goods on which a levy can be had; though 
sufficient goods of the deceased for the purpose came into the 
hands of the defendant to be administered, which were, before 
the coming of the writ to the sheriff, by the defendant w: 
and converted to his own use. ‘This return will be evidence 
of a devastavit; and if the execution creditor should afterwards 
(as he may) commence an action against the executor oF 
administrator on the original judgment, he may have execution 
thereon against the defendant personally; or else he may sue 
out a sci. fa., on the judgment in the original action, 
then establish the fact of a devastavit by the inquisition of 4 
jury, and require the defendant to show cause to the Court 
why execution should not issue against him personally. 


Ava. 24, 1861, 
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Correspondence. 


ATTESTATION OF WILLS. 

Observing a correspondence on this subject in your journal, 
Itrouble you with the following form, which I have used for 
some years without any objection :— 

“ Signed by the said A. B., the testator, in the joint presence 
of us, who jointly in his presence hereto subscribe our names 
as witnesses.”—Y ours faithfully, 

Plymouth, Aug. 12. Geo. PRIDHAM. 


MORTGAGES—DAYS FOR PAYMENT OF INTEREST 

Ihave been largely engaged during the last ten years in 

the collection of interest-monies, and can therefore bear testi- 

mony to the great benefit that would result to both solicitor 

and client by the adoption of a uniform day of payment, as 
ted by your correspondent of the 30th ult. 

There is much to be said in favour of the 1st of January: as 
pay-day; and the only time, in my opinion, to be preferred is 
the 20th of March, on which day the income-tax falls due. 
The calculation of tax being thus simplified, mortgagees would 


appreciate the new arrangement. 
A Manacine CLERK. 


INSURANCE OF TRADE BUILDINGS, &c. 


Would any of your readers state what is the practice as to 
the tenant or landlord insuring buildings—(a manufactory) 
containing also machinery, turned by water only—which have 
been agreed, by a memorandum in writing, to be let for a short 
term, at a net rent for the whole—clear of all deductions, ex- 
cept property tax. ‘ , : 

Tenant to keep in repair, and leave premises and machinery 
in as good condition at the end of term. A schedule and 
valuation were made and attached, but in the agreement, there 
is no express mention as to the insurance either by landlord or 
tenant; but that lease was to be subject to usual covenants in 
such a case. J. R. 


JUDGMENT DEBT.—INTEREST. 

A bill of exchange carrying interest at £5 per cent. should, 
I think, beconsidered an agreement within the 76th practice rule 
of Hilary Term, 1853, so as to entitle the party issuing execu- 
tion on foot of a judgment entered up thereon to indorse the 
execution to levy interest at £5 ond cent, The agreement, 
although not express, is implied by law, and is, I think, equally 
efficacious as an express agreement that the debt should carry 
£5 per cent. interest. M. 


EXAMINATION OF ARTICLED CLERKS. 

Do you think the examiners at the next examination will 
expect candidates to answer on the recent Bankruptcy Act, 
which I see comes into operation next October. 

As a subscriber, and knowing you are ever willing to render 
articled clerks such assistance as lies in your power, I take the 
liberty of thus troubling you, and by letting me know in your 
next impression, you will greatly oblige, : 

An ARTICLED CLERK. 


{We think it in the highest degree probable—a matter 
almost of certainty—that one or more questions relating to the 
main provisions of the new Bankrupt Act will be asked at the 
forthcoming examination. We anticipate, however, that such 
& qiestion or questions will be confined to the general outlines 
of the measure, which will at that time, it must be remembered, 
have come into operation.—Ep. 8. J.] 
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Review. 


A Treatise on the Law Inland Carriers. By Epmunp 
Frage ;, of Lincoln College, Oxford, M.A., and of the 
Inner Tem and Western Cirouit, Barrister-at- Law, 

author of “A Treatise on the Principles of Evidence.” 
London: Butterworths. 

The law of carriers, which isa branch of the law of bailments, 
has been ably treated of by Story and Angell, as also by Mr. 
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Smith, under the head of “ Coggs v. Bernard,” Smith’s Lead. 


Cas., vol. 1, p. 147. In that famous case Holt, C.J., 
maintained the soundness of the distinction between ordinary 
and gross negligence; and held that carriers for hire were 
liable if guilty merely of the former. Mr. Powell seems dis- 
posed to concur with Denman, C.J. (Hinton v. Dibdbdin, 
2 Q B. 646), and with Rolfe, B. ( Wilson v. Brett, 11 M. & W. 
115), in regarding this distinction of cases of negligence as un- 
intelligible, and prefers the use of the word culpable, as it 
alone, in his opinion, indicates those species of negligence of 
which the law takes cognizance. We cannot concur in this use, 
or disuse, of legal terms. Indeed, the use of the word cul- 
pable involves a petitio principii, for it cannot be used to 
designate the conduct of a bailee until his character as a gra- 
tuitous or hired agent shall have been first ascertained, the latter 
being liable to be considered to have acted culpably in many 
cases in which a gratuitous bailee would have been held inno- 
cent, The distinction, in point of law, between carriers for 
hire and common carriers is, as our readers are aware, that as 
to the latter the law implies a contract of insurance against 
all contingencies except tempest or such like natural accidents, 
and the King’s enemies. A common carrier is defined by 
Story, in his treatise on Bailments, 1495, to be one “ who 
undertakes for hire or reward to transport the goods of such 
as choose to employ him from place to place.” Kent's 
definition corresponds with this; but Mr, Powell correctly 
observes that regularity and permanence in the occupation 
should enter into the definition, inasmuch as even special con- 
tracts by hired carriers are less strictly construed than the 
liabilities of common carriers. 

The third chapter of this treatise is an interesting one, as 
it sets forth the legal liabilities of railway companies, stage- 
coach proprietors, &c., in respect to the accidents that may 
befal their passengers. The author distinguishes between 
booking-office keepers, warehousemen, and common carriers, 
and illustrates the law applicable to each class by a sclec- 
tion of cases. The seventh chapter, “on the duties of 
carriers as ated by special contract and by the Carriers 
Act (1 Will. 4, c. 68),” traces the law historically, and shows 
that the Carriers Act was the natural result of the conflict 
between the common law duties of carriers and their attempts 
to limit those liabilities by means of special contracts. 

Act has rendered a compliance with its conditions by the 
posting of a notice, &c., an indispensable condition to the 
limitation of the common law liabilities of carriers; bat it 
still admits of special contracts between the sender an@ 
carrier; vide The Belfast and Baliymena Railway Company 
v. Keys, lately decided by the House of Lords (9 W. R. 793). 
Mr. Powell notices a seeming conflict of decisions as to 
the conclusiveness of such contracts; the Court of Queen's 
Bench, having, in the case of Walker v. York and Midland 
Railway Co., held the contract to be special only on the finding 
of the jury, while the Court of Common Pleas, in the case of 
York, Newcastle, and Berwick Railway Co. v. Crisp (14 C. B. 
527), has treated the contract as manifestly and necessarily 
special on the terms of the notice used. The author does not 
state which view he prefers, But, although the effect of the 
decisions in both courts is the same, yet, as they proceed on 
different principles, a scientific jurist might naturally be ex- 
pected to offer some comment tantas componere lites. In the 
eighth chapter Mr. Powell again declares against the dis- 
tinction of cases of negligence into ordinary and gross, and 
yet he inconsistently adds that it is “ essential to ascertain 
and to state clearly to a jury the precise amount of prudence 
and duty which attach as inse le incidents to the class of 
bailees within which the carrier is to be placed.” But we 
cannot see how this classifaction is to be facilitated in practice 
by the disuse of established definitions, He admits that there 
is a distinction between fraud and negligence, the former being 
characterised by moral, the latter by intellectual, defects. This 
is a good en analysis of motives; but the legal 
effects in a civil point of view between both classes of defects 
are by no méans so distinguishable from each other as are 
those of ordinary and grose negligence. Mr. Powell notices # 
numerous class of cases in which it has been held that a 
carrier is liable for no degree of negligence if it shall have 
been agreed upon between him and the sender that the con- 
veyance is to be at the risk of the latter. He dissents, justly 
we think, from the principle on which these cases have pro- 
ceeded, and which threatens to invert the common law rule as 
between the sender and the carrier, The eleventh chapter 
comprises a considerable amount of important matter, too 
much condensed, perhaps; but it is, nevertheless, stated lucidly 
and in perspicuous pre 2 Tt relates to actions against and 
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by carriers; and states the law applicable to the pleadings 
and evidence, as also to the damages and costs, incident to 
such cases. The twelfth chapter, on railway carriers, is nearly 
a summary of the provisions of the various Railway Acts. 
The author accounts for its comparatively meagre supply of 
information by the fact that, as railway companies have en- 
grossed the vast proportion of the inland carrying trade of the 
kingdom, their rights and duties are discussed everywhere 
throughout the treatise. This reason appears to us rather to 
indicate an urgent necessity that the various leading Railway 
Acts should be arranged by practical writers on the law of 
carriers according to the principles discernible as connecting 
links in them, in order that a way should “be gradually opened 
to what the author in the next chapter, on the Railway and Canal 
Traffic Act, 1854, s. 7,” points out as a manifest desideratum 
in this branch of law—a general Consolidation Act, applicable 
to all carriers, whether by land or by water. The.thirteenth 
chapter treats of the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854, 
s. 7, and of the cases that have arisen under it. The policy of 
that Act was to limit the powers of railway companies to 
make special contracts, limiting their liabilities as common 
carriers. It prohibits all undue preference of any particular 
customers of the company, and also their insisting upon un- 
reasonable stipulations on their own behalf. The effect of the 
Act, as Mr. Powell justly observes, is to place the whole 
railway system under the control of the courts. We may add 
the general principles of free trade can, on no ground of 
policy, be held applicable to railway companies, and that if 
our Government will not directly act upon bureaucratic 
principles in respect to such bodies, they at all events act 
wisely in subjecting their contracts to an especial censorship 
to be exercised by the courts. A general cunsolidation Act, 
however, if sufficiently comprehensive in its affirmative as well 
as in its restrictive provisions, would.tend to preclude the forma- 
tion of special contracts by such companies; and consequently, 
any litigation as to the meaning of such. These are at 
present often the subject of a law suit, in which the Court is 
required by the statute 17 & 18 Vict. c. 31, to pronounce 
upon the reasonableness of charges, while no rule for its 
guidance is given by that Act—a discretion which the judges 
are by no means jealous of preserving for themselves, 
(vide Cresswell, J.,in Ransome v. The Eastern Counties Railway, 
1 C.B. N, 5.452). In the fourteenth chapter Mr. Powell 
treats of injunctions under the last-mentioned Act; as also, 
though somewhat briefly, of the necessary requirements of the 
affidavit to be used, and of the costs incident to such applica- 
tions. He notices a class of cases under private Acts, from 
which he professes to have extracted but little of general prin- 
ciples, with the exception that they disclose a tendency in the 
courts, even independently of the 17 & 18 Vict. c. 31, s. 2, to 
discountenance favouritism by railway companies towards 
particular customers. The principle of these cases appears to 
us to be sufficiently sound as discouraging frauds on the public, 
The last chapter is devoted to the consideration of the duties 
of inland carriers by water. Mr. Powell notices in it that as 
the Carriers Act did not apply to this class of bailees, and as 
the Railway and Canal Traflie Act, 1854, applies only to 
canal companies, the consequence is that river and unincorpo- 
tated companies may limit their liability even for gross negli- 
gence, by means of a special contract, or by affecting a 
customer with even an implied knowledge of a public notice. 
So far as the transactions of such companies are concerned, all 
the evils of the old law of carriers continue unabated. Until 
the various statutes referred to in this treatise shall be consoli- 
dated into a single enactment, just as the numerous Acts re- 
lating to traffic by sea were united together in the Merchant 
Shipping Act, 1854, the laws relating to inland carriers must 
necessarily continue disjointed and perplexing to the prac- 
titioner. The treatise before us states the law of which it 
treats ably and clearly; but it does not aim at clearness of 
definitions, nor does it endeavour to apply first principles to 
the solution of apparent anomalies or of conflicts in the cases 
which it sets out. The practical merits of the work, however, 
tend to compensate, so far as the practitioner is concerned, for 
those defects. The arrangement of the chapters is sufficiently 
correct, if we except the separation of the sixth from the 
fourth chapter, with which it is identical in substance and 
almost in title, as both relate to the liabilities of carriers at 
common law. The various carrier, railway, and canal Acts 
are given inan appendix. The treatise is about the same size 
as the former edition, and contains a good index. 
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Public Companies. 


REPORTS AND MEETINGS, 
BLYTHE AND Tyne Rartway,. 


At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the ° 


12th inst., the following dividends were declared. for the past 
half-year, viz., at the rate of 10 per cent. per annum on the 
original preference shares, 94 per cent. per annum on the 
ordinary and extension shares, and 5 per cent. per annum on 
the A and B preference shares. 
BRADFORD, WAKEFIELD, AND LEEDS Rartway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
20th inst., a dividend at the rate of 6} per cent. per annum 
was declared for the past half-year. 


EDINBURGH AND BatuGaTE Ratway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 9th 
instant, a dividend was declared at the rate of 6s. per share, 
and of 4 per cent. on sums paid in anticipation of calls. 

Furness Ratnway. Xe 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
16th inst., a dividend of 4 per cent. was declared for the past 
half-year. 

GLoucESTER AND DEAN Forest RaiLway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
10th inst., a dividend of 12s, 6d. per share (free of income-tax) 
was declared for the past half-year. 

Great NORTHERN RaILway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on t 
17th inst., a dividend at the rate of £3 15s. per cent. per annum 
was declared on the open stock of the company for the past 
half-year. ‘ 


GREAT WESTERN RaILway. ; 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
16th inst., a dividend at the rate of 2} per cent. per annum 
was declared for the past half-year on the ordinary stock of 
the company. 
Hutt anp Sevpy Rariway. 7 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
14th inst., the following dividends were declared—viz., 
£2 9s. 6d. on each of the £50 shares, £1 4s. 9d. on each of 
the £25 or half-shares, and 12s, 44d, on each of the £12 10s, 
shares, subject to the deduction of income-tax. 
LANCASHIRE AND YORKSHIRE Raitway. ; 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
14th inst., a dividend of £2 15s. per cent., less income 
was declared for the past half-year, payable on the 2nd 
of September. 
‘  Lonpon AND BLackwaLiL Ratway. ey 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
13th inst.,a dividend at the rate of £2 15s. per cent, per 
annum was declared for the half-year ending June 30. 


Lonpon aND NortH WesTERN RaILway. 

The directors of this company have resolved to recommend 
to the proprietors at the half-yearly meeting to be held on the 
23rd inst , a dividend at the rate of 3% per cent, per annum, 
carrying forward a balance of about £12,000, 


Lonpon anv South Wesrern Ralnwax, 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
15th inst., a dividend at the rate of 4 per cent. was declared 
for the past half-year on the consolidated stock of the company. 

Mip Kent Rarway. 


At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 


12th inst., a dividend at the rate of 3 per cent. per annum was 
declared for the past half-year. 


Mip Kent (Bromury To St. Mary Cray) Ramtway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
20th inst., a dividend at the rate of £3 per cent. per annum 
was declared for the past half-year. 

MIpLAND RarILway, 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
20th inst., the following dividends were declared for the past 
half-year, payable on the 2nd September next—viz. £3 2s. 6d. 
upon each £100 consolidated stock, of £2 8s, 9d. upon each 
£100 consolidated Birmingham and Derby,stock, of £3 2s. 6d. 
upon each £100 consolidated preferential and Krewash Valley 
stock, £2 5s. —— on the 4} per cent. preferential. stock, 
£2 on the Leicester and Hitchin stock, 2} per cent..on 
the 4} per cent, redeemable stock, ls. 7d. on the £6 prefer- 
ence shares, and of 9d. on the £6 4s, shares, leaving a 
of £1,985 for the current half-year. 
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Miptawp Wacon Company, BrrMIncaaM. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
gist inst., a dividend of £10 per cent. on original shares, with 
abonus of £5 per cent, was declared for the past half-year. 


“Phe £6 per cent. debenture debt of the company has been ex- 


tinguished, and, with the exception of £900, at £5 10s. per 
cent., the whole amount now bears interest at £5 per cent, 
Norta anp SoutH WeEsTERN JUNCTION RAILWAY 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
16th inst., a dividend at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum, 
was declared for the past half-year. 

NoRTHERN AND Eastern RaiLway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
léth inst., the following dividends were declared for the past 
half-year, viz., on the shares of £50 guaranteed 5 per cent. per 
annum, £1 5s. each, and on the shares of £50 guaranteed 6 per 
cent, per annum, £1 10s, each. 

‘ Norra Devon Rariway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
Qst inst., the following dividends were declared :—Dividend at 
the rate of 17s. 6d. per cent. per annum on the ordinary stock 
and of £1 15s. per cent. per annum on the preference stock, 
for the half-year ending the 30th of June, payable on the 2nd 
of September. 

Norta Lonpon Raitway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
18th inst., a dividend at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum was 
declared for the past half-year. ’ 

Royston aND Hironin Rarway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
12th inst., a dividend at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum, less 
income-tax, was declared for the past half-year. 

SALISBURY AND YEOVIL Raltway 
’ At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
16th inst.,a dividend of 5 per cent, per annum on the preference 
capital and of 4} per cent. per annum on the ordinary capital 
was declared for the past half-year. 

SourtHampTon Docks Company. 

The directors, by their report, recommend that a dividend 
of £1 10s. per cent. be declared for the past half-year. 

Soutn Western STeaM-PatKer Company. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
15th inst., a dividend at the rate of £5 per cent. per annum 
was declared for the past half-year. 

Sourn YoRKSHIRE Ramway, 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
10th inst., a dividend at the rata of 44 per cent. per annum, 
less income-tax, was declared on the ordinary stock of the 
company for the past half-year. 

West Mrpianp Rariway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
15th inst., the following dividends were declared for the past 
half-year, viz., a dividend at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum 
on the first guaranteed stock of the Oxford section; a dividend 
at the same rate on the second guaranteed stock; a dividend 
at the rate of 5 per cent. per annum on the redeemable pre- 
ference shares of the Newport section; a dividend at the rate 
of 6 per cent. on the first preference 6 per cent. shares of the 
Newport section; and a dividend at the rate of 6 per cent, on the 
second preference shares of the same section. 

ULVERSTONE AND LANCASTER Ratiway. 
* At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
10th inst., a dividend at the rate of 24 per cent, per annum 
was declared for the past half-year. 
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Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 


Denny—On Aug. 2, the wife of W. F. Denny, Esq., Hanover- 
park, Peckham, Surrey, Solicitor, of a son and daughter. 
Huanrs—On Aug, 16, at Upper Tulse Hill, Mrs. S. Hughes, 


of a son, . 
MARRIAGES. 
Comins—Srevens—On Aug. 15, William Willoughby Comins, 
Esq,, of Great Portland-street, London, Solicitor, to Mary 
Anne Comins, daughter of Thomas Howell Stevens, Esq., of 
Eton College, Bucks. 
Hont—Hopvson—On Aug. 10, William Hunt, Esq., Solicitor, 
of Bristol, to Catherine, daughter of the late Rev. John Hod- 
son, of Shaftesbury. 


Esq., M.A., of Trinity College, Cambridge, and of Lincoln’s- 
inn, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, to Agnes, daughter of the late 
Isaac Cope, Esq., of Castle White, in the county of Cork. 

THEARSBY—HawortH—On Ang. 13, William Thearsby 
Poole, Esq., Clerk of the Peace for Carnarvonshire, to Mar- 
garet, daughter of the late George Haworth, Esq., of Haw- 
thorn House, Rossendale. i 

DEATHS. 

Austen—On Aug. 20, Benjamin Austen, Esq., Gray’s-inn, 
aged 72, 

EarnsHaw—On Aug. 15, Thomas Earnshaw, Esq., in his 
48th year, son of the late William Earnshaw, Esq., Solicitor, 
of H.M.’s Customs, and son-in-law of the late Mr. Alderman 
Farebrother. 

JonEts—On July 29, Frederick Jones, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, 
Barrister-at-Law, aged 49. 

Macttwain—On Aug. 20, Elizabeth, wife of George Macil- 
wain, of the Court-yard, Albany, and daughter of the late 
John Daubeny, Esq., D.C.L., of Doctors’-commons. 

ParHamM—On Ang. 16, in his 69th year, Benjamin Parham, 
Esq., late Judge of the Worcestershire County Courts. 

SHaw—On June 5, at Newcastle, New South Wales, Rosa 
Josephine, wife of the Rév, Thomas Head Shaw, B.A., and 
daughter of the late Frederick Hodgson Clarke, Esq., Bar- 
rister, of Lincoln’s-inn, aged 23. 

—— 
Mnclaimed Stock in the Bank of Bugland. 

fhe Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Party claiming the same, unless other Claimanis 
appear within Three Months :— 

BeamisH, Francis, Gent., Dinan, France, £491 2s. 8d. Con- 
sols.—-Claimed. by Joun O’Mzana Bzamisn, the person 
named in the said order. 

Leeves, Rev. Henry Daniet, Clerk, Blandford-place, Re- 
gent’s park, £333 6s. 8d. Three per Cent. Annuities. —Claimed 
by Sopu1a Mary Leeves, Widow, acting surviving executor 
of the said Henry Daniel Leeves. 

MARSHALL, ELIZABETH, Spinster, Beverley, Yorkshire, £2,300 
New £4 per Cents.—Claimed by Jonn Hoiianp, adminis- 
trator, with will annexed de bonis non of the said Elizabeth 
Marshall. 

Wess, CHARLOTTE Saran, Widow, Ross, £6 Consolidated 
Long Annuities.—Claimed by Rev. WitLiaM Wess ELLIs, 
the surviving executor. 

—————— 
Next of Hin. 

Dopg@s, GEORGE, who died in South America in 1861, next.of 

kin to apply to the Solicitor of the Treasury, Whitehall, 


London. 
ai epee 
Lonvon Grazettes. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Fripay, Aug. 23, 1861. 
Paws, JouN CaRisToPHER, JOHN Henry BeLracr, and Freprrick As- 
PREY, Attorneys & Solicitors, 7, New-inn, Strand (Pawle, Belfage, & 
Asprey). May 22, by mutual consent. 


indir of Joint Stock Companies. 
GMindings-up of J Stack Coupanies 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

District Savines’ BANK (Limrrep.)—Petition for winding-up, presented 
August 16, will be heard before V.C. Wood, on August 30, at the 
Crown Inn, Woodbridge, Suffolk, at half-past twelve. 

Execrric TeLecRrapn ComPANY oF IRELAND.—The Master of the Rolls has 

remptorily ordered a cal! of fifteen shillings per share on all contri- 
utories who have not been compromised with, to be paid on October 
1, at twelve, at 3, South-square, Gray’s-inn, London. 

Lirs Assurances Treasury.—V.C. Wood has appointed Robert Palmer 
Harding, 3, Bank-buildings, London, and 5, Serie-street, Lincoln’s-inn, 
Middlesex, interim manager of this company. 

Lirs Assurance TrEeasury.—Creditors to prove their debts before V.C 
Wood forthwith 


CHANCERY. 
Farpay, Aug. 23, 186). 

Bank or Turkey. — Petition for dissolution and winding-up presented 
August 20, will be heard before V. C. Wood, on the first petition day in 
November next. R. and C. H. Hodgson, Solicitors for » 10, 
Salisbury-street, Strand, 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Claim. 
Torspay, Aug. 20, 1861. 

Eaotges, Epwarp, Farmer & Miller, Staverton, Northamptonshire. Bur- 

ton & Son, Solicitors, Daventry. Oct. 1. 
Fawses, Joun, Farmer, Smalmstown, Kirkandrews-upon-Esk, Cumber- 

land. Nanson, Solicitor, 9, Castle-street, Carlisle. Nov. 1. 
Fietp, Janez, Esq., — of 2, Park-terrace, Park-road, Old Kent- 

but late of 21, Mi 





Mounsex-Corz—On Aug. 15, George William Mounsey, 


road, Surrey, faism are, Park-road, New Peck- 
ny ey. Gover, Solicitor, 40, King William-street, London-bridge. 
pt. 30. 
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Frampron, Henny, Farmer, formerly of Newington, Oxford, and after- 
wards of Burghclere, Southampton. Tanner, Solicitor, Speenhamland, 
Newbury, Berks. Sept. 12. 

Hort, Ricaarp, Grocer, Huncoat, Lancashire. Bannister, Solicitor, Ac- 
crington, Lancaster. Oct. 23. 

Ricamoxp, Rosert, Wine & Spirit Merchant, Liverpool. John & Henry 
Hindle, Solicitors, 41, Lord-street, Liverpool. Dec. 7. 

Warsow, WILLIAM ‘Gronce, Watch & Case Gilder & Electro Plater & 
Gilder, 7, James-street, St. Luke's, Middlesex. Stopher, Solicitor, 36, 
Coleman- sireet, City. Sept. 1. 

Witutams, Mary, Haulier, Hunt’s-lane, Avon-street, St. Philip’s, Bristol. 
King & Plummer, Solicitors, 5, Exchange-bldgs, East Bristol. Sept. 26. 

Farwar, Aug. 23, 1861. 

Brixspen, Wiiuiam, Gent., Elcot-mill, Preshute, Wilts. T. B. & W. 
Merriman and Gwillim, Solicitors, Marl borongh, Wilts. Oct. 1. 

Brown, Dame Mary, Widow, 1, St. Germain’s- Blackhi 
Chesholme & Gibson, Solicitors, 64, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. Nov. 1 

‘Dawes, JonaTHAN GLENN, Flour Dealer, East wr Nottinghamshire. 

larshall & Son, Solicitors, East Retford. Oct. 1 

Dosson, Ropert Racuengavu Cottuorst, Esq., late of Cape Town, Cape 
of Good Hope, and previously of 30, Fortess-terrace, Kentish-town, 
Middlesex. White, Solicitor, 7, Southampton-street, Bloomsbury. 


Nov. 1. 

Do Pre, Rev. Tuomas, Clerk, Willoughby yemet Lincolnshire. Joseph 
& T. Lovegrove, oe Gloucester. 

Gut, Jouy, Esq., late of Cumrew, Camberland. Carrick & Lee, 
Solicitors, Brampton, Cumberland. Sept. 20. 

Hine, Many Ann, Spinster, 30, Barnes-terrace, Barnes, ~ ona Rivolta, 
Solicitor, 10, Montague-street, Russell-square. Oct. 10. 

Jaaman, Georce Farwett, Esq., Upper Berkley-street, Middlesex. 
=? Sons, Solicitors. 9, Angel-court, Throgmorton-street, London. 


Lamsert, Mes. Ecizazera, Widow, late of Walesby, Lincoln. Saffery, 
Solicitor, Market Raisen. Sept. 23, 

Lewis, Jenxun, Farmer, late of Aberbaidon, Margam, Senna Verity 
& Mid Solici Glamorganshire. 


tors, 

Rear, Sreraen,{Clerk, = Sub-Librarian of the t thenry, St. 
Alban Hall, Oxford. Duncan, eran & Blackmore, Solicitors, 10, 

Water-street, oem Sept. 

Sutra, Henry, Licensed Victatler. Pitt's Head, Grange-road, Bermond- 
sey, Surrey. Tebbs & Sons, Solicitors, 21, Great Knight Rider-street, 
Doctors’ Commons. Oct. 1. 

‘Warrrineton, Evizasetn, Widow, Wootton Wawen, Warwickshire, 
——— & Hiron, Solicitors, Shipston-on-Stour, Worcestershire. 


t. I 
‘Wittsow, Geozce, Clothier & Outfitter, Market-street, mg gp Kent. 
Johnson, itor, West-street, Faversham, Kent. . 


Crevitors under b ney in Chetony. 
of Proof. 


eumand Aug. 20, 1861. 
Baoventos,Gecrcr Micnagt, Schoolmaster, Mount Pleasant, Accring- 
ton. Livesey v. Broughton, V.C. Wood. Nov. 7. 
Worrer, Tuomas, ae Old Brentford, Middlesex. Winter v. 
Winter, V.C. Wood. Nov 


Mazwoop, Wittiam, Hemp 
Liverpool. God , Registrar of Court, 1, John-street, 
Liverpool. 4 

Nespeam, a Frederick-street, Liverpool. Jones v. M‘Kenzie, 

of Court, rs ’ North John-street, Liverpool. 17. 

Paxscort, Jouy, Grocer & Flour Dealer, , Ormskirk, Lancaster. hadeig > 

». Prescott, of Court, 1, North John-st.,. es Se 

wis, Tuomas, Joiner & Builder, Tessera-place, Li 

Thurston, Registrar of Court, 1, North Senasateett, Livetbedl: Sept. 17, 
Fatwar, Aug. 23, 1861. 

Camenon, NaTHANIEL, Esq., formerly of Swansea, Glamorganshire, and 
late of Lewes and Hastings, Sussex. Cameron v, Cameron, V. C, 
Stuart. Nov. 14. 

(County Palatine of Lancaster.) 
Hix, Peter, Gent., Wavertree, near Liverpool. Redish v. Hill, office of 
Registrar, 1, North John-street, Liverpool. Sept. 17. 
Sssiguments for Benefit of Creditors 
bing eg Aug. 20,1 
. Sol. Haddock, 


AILEY, Wittiam, Draper, N 

18, St. Paul’s Church-yard, Leuaee, Aug. 1. 
Bevas, Samuet, Whitesmith & Chain Maker, Town-lane, ee, 

Chester. Sols. Darnton & Greaves, itor, Lverpod wy be 
Boorusy, Witt1am, Coach & Cab Proprietor, Li 
Copeman, 


Farivar, Aug. 23, 1861. 

Drake, Revegn, Draper, 3, Crosby-row, Walworth, Surrey. Sols, Law- 

& ‘er, 14, Old Jewry-chambers, Fondon. duly 14. 

ENRY, ‘Clothier, 90, Cheapside, London. Sols, 
i & Somes. 9, Cloak-lane, London, July 26. 
osapas, Tuomas, Chair Maker, sb ey gage ad Bucks, Sol, 
Beerh : Keeper & Prov 

ou se ision Dealer, Norfolk- 
street, Glossop, . Bol. Hodgson, \5a, St, Ann's ware, Mau- 

chester, Mg bn se een 


Nontu, Jomru, Grona i” Nowru, & James Noatu, Cloth Millers, Leeds, 
Sols. yf beng 4, yo . ° 
er fae n. tied Cheapside, for Lui 





See 

Sroxes, EMMANUEL, Ironmonger, 5, Market-pace, Upper Hollo 
Howell, 15, Bow-lane, London. Tul _ way. Ge, 

VowLes, JAMES, Victualler, Plough bes ‘Windmin Tavern, East-street, 
Bedminster, Bristol. ' Sols. King & Plummer, 5, Exchange-bulldigg 
East, Bristol. July 27. 

Watson, Horace, "Chemist & Druggist, —_, Lincolnshire, Soy, 
Grange & Wintringham, Great Grimsby. Aug. | 

Waatt, Gronrce, Grocer & Coal Merchant, Whitgit, Yorkshire. gop 
England, 14, East Parade, Gocie. July 29. 

Wrnne, Rospert, oe se gay gg ee Flintshire. Sol. Quinn, % 
Lord-street, Liverpool. Aug. 1 


Bankruyts. 
TuespayY, Aug. 20, 1861. 


BatcuEvar, WiLLIAM Henry, Builder & Undertaker, Leatherhead, Surrey, 
nO ait. Sian. a 
% oung, 6, t's 
street, London. Pet. Aug. | i, Few. 
Cuaarman, Joun, & GEorGE ceiies’ Tronmasters, Britannia 
Oldbury, am Of re. aa ar Ay Sept. eh and Oct. 4, at i]; 
\e 88. itmore James 
ham. Pet. Aug Knight, Birmig 
FAWKNER, Sy Victualler & Car Proprietor, Kidderminster, Woy. 
cestershire. Com. Sanders: Sept. 9 and 30, at 11; 
Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. ne Son, Kidderminster ; or 
& Knight, Birmingham. Pet. Aug. 1 
GaRRETT, JOHN Wasaan, Corn erent, Liverpool. 
4 and 24, at 11; Liverpool. Of. Ass. Bird. ‘SoD Brabner, ner, Na 
John-street, Liverpool. Pet. Aug. 16. 
a YTS Or das are” Com. ‘may Sa 
. Leeds. . Ass. Hope. Sol, Hamer, Barnsley ; or 
Raseten dause, Yianeotion, Be Byfi be Cobham, $ 
ALL, AMES, r, Byfleet, nt Com. F : 
~ 4, at 12.30; and Sept, 24, at 1; Basingha ore Of. ‘Ase. Gee 
a ee 18, Warwick-court, Gray’s-inn, Holborn. Pet. 

Ns, EDWARD, Lamp Dealer & Italian Warehouseman, 115, N 
street, London, an and 36, Bull-street, Birmingham. Com. Fonblawge 
Aug. phoebe. 4 Ad at 12,30; Basinghall -street. Off. Ass. 

Sols. Linklaters & 


enry 
: Aug. oe and aert ts at ll; street. 
yong Moseley, Taylor, & Moseley, 9, Old Jewry-chambers, City. 
ug. 
TAaLgEN, JOHN AXEL, 4, Whitley-villas, Caledonian- 
latel, carrying business 


Penlington, as Ice Merchant (Norwegian 
Co.). Com. Fonblanque: Aug. 31, at 3 aol Sept. 18, at 12.30; Be 

singhall-street. +. Ass, Graham. Sol. Mercer, 9, Mincing-lam, 
W Ca oe — ral Sal D 1 and of Chrisp-stred, 

EBB, CHARLES, Gene! lesman, Drury-lane, 

Poplar, Middlesex. Com. Fonblanque ; ae 4, at 1; and 25, a 

1.30; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Graham. ‘Sol.’ Stopher, 36, 
street, London. Pet. Aug: 17. 

Famway, Aug. 23, 1861. 
» Dealer in Hops, 15, Mark-lane, London. Com. Hd 

“Toya: ‘eee 5, at 12; and Oct. 8, at 1; Basinghall-street. Of. ds. 

wards. Sol, Dalton, 3 Bucklersbury, London. Pe. Aug. 3. 
Conminan, Josern JOmN, 

hurch-street, 


Maxuatian Linpt, Merchants, 140, 
e 


Doppineton, FReDERICK “Tuomas, Manufacturer of Fancy 
Goods and ane fa S Falcon. nt ey Dog 
London, and of New Cottage, Forest-gate, 
Goulburn: Sept. 2, at 11; and Oct. 7, at 1.30; Basinghall-street. 7 
— Pennell Sol. Kimberley, 26, Old Broad-street, London. 
ug. 
Gsecory, Epwarp Henry, and Lestey ALEXanpern Grecory, Africa 
Merchants & Shipping Brokers, 32, Great Saint Helen’s, London (Gre 
, Brothers). Com. Peg ol et 4, at 1.30, and 25, at %; 
hall-street. OF os + See Sols. Wild & Barber, 10}, Ira 


monger-lane, rer he 
Josern, Licensed ictualler, Old Oak a rey 
T Ngee 1m; 


-street. Off, A. 
inn, Holbo ra, Labten.” Pet, Aug. 16. 
heel ht, Gla, Tabernacle-w , Saint Leona, 
Buc uckingham-road, De Beau’ Beauvoir Towa, 
Com, Fonblanque: Sept. 4, at 3, and 30, at 1.80; Basing 
. Ase, Graham. ag tlt Kise & Son, %, Fen-court, Be 


Agent & Dealer in N 


yey Sept. 4, at 12.30, 
; Basinghall- street. OO. he Stansfeld, Sols, Lawranté, 
Plews, & oa 14, Old Jewry-chambers, London, Pet. Aug. 2). 
Oweags, Osc. Frrgatuen, Bookseller & p> Reve -s003, 7, Sussex-terrace, 
Westbourn : Grove Com. Fonblanque : 
4, at il 30, and Sept. ne 1:30), Baslogh hall. street. Of. Ass. Se 
Sols, Harrison & Lewis, 6, Jewry, ion, Pet, August 13. 
Paxsons, Josern SAMUEL, Wetcheneete & Leather Seller, _ street, 
Pag ge = ae ae al a Middlesex, Com, F 
, at 2, an p' at 12; Basi ig oo Stansteld. 
Sol, Burr, 12, Paternoster-row, London “ et. Aug. 20, Kg o 
Parcu, howews, Grocer, Wine, Ale, & Stout Merchant, Com. 
Fonblanque: Sept. 4, at 2.80, and Sept, 26, at 1. 20; hall-street. 
Of. Ass, Graham, Sol. Mote, ay 4 Bucklesbury, London, » Aug. 20. 
Rexavt, Samvet, Innkeeper, 59 & 60, St, James’s-street, St. George, 
ee : He ppd co cee tog Be adn 5, wt 2.30, on oor 
28, a! $ ngball-street. Au, Edwards, Sol, Combs, * 
ra oun Co na oy ene June 4 
sare, J ons Cones, Jowe , Lm King Willigm-street, Com. 
at 2; and Sept. 26, at 11; Basing 
Of dss Sanaa e hi Lents b Sent, Wtocteee 
ug, 12, 





tratford, Essex. ~ Cam. | 
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= 
MEEREETCY ae 
AY, Aug. 20, 186 
Chemist & Druggist, & Omnibus Prope, 9, New Church- 
street, Marylebone. Aug. 19. 
Faray, oe 23, 1861. 
paown, JOHN HARKNESS, Field-street, ate og 
fuscu, Joy, Common Brewer, Wakesela, York. Aug. 20 
const, Epwin Joun, Scriviner, Wakefield. Aug. 9. 
MEETINGS FOR PROOF OF DEBTS. 
TurEspay, Aug. 13, 1861. 
Axprsw, WitttaM Parke, Wine Merchant, 27, Crutched Friars, London 


Laws, JOBN, 


Aug. 20. 


(Andrew & Company). . 12, at 12.30; Basinghall-street.—Caar- 
wan, Joun, Boot Shoe Mal er, Sidney-street, ee oe Sept. 10, at 
1 ae .—DoxERTY, Joun, Corn lerchant, Liver- 


. 24, at 11; Liverpool.—Easr, We. Currier, Sudbury, Suffolk. 
12,at 12.30; Basinghall-st. —ELLYeErt, FREpK., Hatter, 129, Queen- 


st., Portsea, Hants. Sept. 10, at 12 ; Basinghall-street.-Ganpy, GERARD, 
, RICHARD, 
Sept. 24, at ll; ; Liverpool.—Harpwicxe, Josepn, and Henry 
chambers, (Hardwicke 
Russia (Maurice & Co.). Sat li, at 2.30; Basinghall-street.—Hanratr, 
l-street.—JAUNCEY, "ALFRED, Plumber & Glazier, Forest- 
i, 
Carnarvon 
— MAnwion, WILLIAM, Currier & Leather 
JAMES, ary Wittram Henry Tuomas Paris; 
Liverpool. — Pip- 
-lane, Finchley, . Sept. 10, hgh ty 
street, Oxford-street, Middlesex. Ang. 31, at 12.30; Basinghall-st reet. 
iverpool. 
er, Liverpool. Sept. 
Sept. 13, at 11; Birmingham.—Wessrer, Jounn, Joiner & 
44 Witu1am, Boot and Shoe Manufacturer, Norwich (W. Fryer & 


Leeswood, near Mold, Flintshire. Sept. 24, at 11 ; Liverpool. 
: Draper & Grocer, Pwilheli, Penychain, Carnar- 
yon. 
Jones, Merchants, Ship. & Insurance Brokers, 17, Gracechurch-street- 
London , Jones, & Maurice) ; ; also at Odessa, 
Cuastzs, Iron Merchant & Ship Owner, a, ee Exchange-buildings, 
age and A er Bow Creek, West » Essex. Sept. 10, at 
Kent. September 12, at 12; Basinghall-street.—Jonzs, WittiaM 
WiiuaM, Ship Builder, Portmadoc September 24, at 
September 24, at 11; Liverpool. — Panis, Grorcs 
; Provision Merchants, 
Paris, Brothers.) Aug. 30, at 12; 
DING, JOHN a. Merchant, 12, George-yard, Lombard - street, 
London, and ot Bollard. 
Basinghall-street.—Smrru, Josern, Ironm r, 3, Creed- aze- 
hill, Greenwich, Kent, lately carrying on b at 32, Gt. Portland- 
~STEPANOFF, MICHAEL, 5g Sept. 24, at 11; Liver- 
.—Townson, WILLIAM M Victuall 
%4, at 11; Liverpool —Wares, James, Hotel Keeper, Gravesend. Sept. 
at2; -street.— WATSON, JOHN WILL'AM, Scrivener, Shrews- 
ier, Wavertree, near Liverpool. Sept. 24, at 11; Liverpool. 
Fripay, Aug. 23, 1861. 
Sept. 13, on Bh A Basinghall-street.— Lory, Witstam, and 
Lupton, Co ton Spinners and and prank Shawforth, near 
Rochdale. Oct. "9, - 12; 





ao 


NITED KINGDOM LIFE ASSURANCE 
COMPANY, 
No. 8, beget PLACE, PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.W. 
The Hon. FRANCIS SCOTT, Caarrman. 
CHARLES SERWICK CURTIS, Esq., Deputy CHAIRMAN. 
Fourth Division of Profits. 

SPECIAL NOTICE.—Parties desirous of i peicigating in the fourth 
division of profits to be declared on policies effected prior to the 3lst of 
December, 1861, should make immediate application. There have already 
been three divisions of profits, and the bonuses divided have averaged 
nearly 2 per cent. per annum on the sums assured, or from 30 to 100 per 
cent. on the premiums paid, without the risk of co-partnership. 

To show more clearly what these bonuses amount to, the three follow- 
ing cases are given as examples: 





Amount payable 


Sum Insured. Bonuses added. upto — _ 
£5,000 £1,987 10 £6,987 
1,000 379 (10 1,397 10 
100 39 «(15 139 15 


Notwithstanding these large additions, the premiums are on the lowest 
sale compatible with security ; in addition to which advantages, one-half 
ofthe premiums may, if desired, for the term of five years, remain unpaid 
at 5 per cent. interest, without security or deposit of the policy. 

The assets of the Compan. pany at the 3lst December, 1860, amounted to 
— 7s. 10d., all of which had been invested in Government and other 


Ss securities. 
locharge for Volunteer Military Corps while serving in the United 


se stamps paid by the office. 
For tuses, in apply to the Resident Director, No. 8, Waterloo- 


place, Pall-mall. 
By order, E, L. BOYD, Resident Director, 


RITISH MUTUAL INVESTMENT, LOAN 
and DISCOUNT COMPANY (Limited), 
11, NEW BRIDGE-STREET, BLACKFRIARS, LONDON, E.C. 
Capita), £200,000, in 20,000 Fo we of £10each. £3 per share paid. 
METCALF HoRGdOD, Dy Ha, Blahopgate-stret 





Messrs. PATTESON 8 & COBBOLD, 3, Bedford-row. 


Manaces. 
CHARLESJAMES THICKE, Esq., 17, New Bridge-street. 
wip VESTMENTS. —The 5 prveene rate of interest on money deposited 
pa eee for fixed periods, or subject to an agreed notice of with- 
per co 

LOANS. bat Ad are made, in sums from £50 to £1,000, upon ap- 
proved personal and other security, The pee by easy instalments, ex- 
— over rons § period not ex: 
lone forthe new isue of Shares may be made tothe Secretary, 

ry information can, 


JOSEPH K. myACKSO , Secretary. 











ROMNEY MARSH, KENT. 
An Eligible Freehold Estate, mame of 313a. 3r. 18p. of Valuable 


r [ YO BE SOLD b AUCTION, in One Lot, pursu- 
ant to an Order of e High Court of Chancery, sede inde comms 
of “ Jane Holman and Others v. Thomas Holman and Others,’ and : 
‘olman and Others,” and of “ H. H. Sweetnam 
Others,” with the approbation of the 
Right Honourable the Master of the Rolls, the judge to whom these causes. 
are attached, by Mr. JOSEPH TOOT! (the person appeinted for that 
purpose), at ‘the AUCTION MART, LONDON, on WEDNESDAY, the 
18th day of SEPTEMBER, 1861, at TWELVE for ONE o’Clock > 
an eligible FREEHOLD ESTATE, known as “ Gammon’s Farm, 
ing of 313a. 3r. 13p. of valuable land, 217 acres of which are exceedingly 
. pe nd, and the remaining 96 acres are sound land, 
pear yt farm dwelling house, and all the requisite 
well arranged, well 


agricul- 

foral buildings , and in good repair. This valu- 

= roperty is situate in the es of New Church and Eastbridge, im 

vt nny. Bs Kent, four miles distant from New Romney, ten miles from 

and seven miles from Hythe. The estate is held on lease by 

arg Matthew and Thewee¥ William Butler (highly respectable tenants), 

pe te ow hea re ors from the 11th October, 1853. 

e property may on application to the tenants. Particulars 

may be obtained on application to Messrs. gore & HARRISON, 
Solicitors, Folkestone; to Messrs. bg oot T 


eapside ; 6 
London ; also at the Auction Mart, London ; at the Royal Fountain 1 otel, 
Canterbury ; at the Shakespeare Hotel, Dover; at the Albion Hotel, 
Hastings; at the New Inn, New Romney; at the Swan Hotel, Hythe; at 
the Saracen’ 's Head Inn, Ashford ; and of Mr. TOOTELL, Land Agent and 
Valuer, Maidstone. 





HANTS, near PETERSFIELD. 


ESSRS. BROOKS & BEAL are instructed to 

SELL, by Private Contract, a desirable FREEHOLD ESTATE ; 

comprising a noble mansion, having three reception rooms, 10 bed rooms, 

all offices; double coach-house, six and three stall stables, and surrounded 

by pleasure grounds, garden, shrubberies, and an American garden of 

rhododendrons ; a good — garden walled in, and about 120 acres of 
prime meadow and other 

For price, &¢., apply to BROOKS & BEAL, Land Agents, 209, Piccadilly. 


FIRST-CLASS INVESTMENT.—-FREEHOLD DOMAIN, ADVOWSON, 
AND MANORS. 


ESSRS. BROOKS & BEAL are instructed to 
SELL a splendid MANORIAL ESTATE and noble MANSION, 

seated in one of the best western counties. The whole estate comprises 
about 6,000 acres, with excellent farm residences and homesteads, houses 


cottages. 
wood and river. respect 
moderate rents; is in a fair state of cultivation; uni possessor 
considerable county and borough, Parliamentary, and local influence, and 
yielding an ample income. 
Estate and Auction Offices, 209, Piccadilly, W. 


FINCHLEY. : 


ESSRS. BROOKS & BEAL have for SALE, the 
AY. LEASE of an elegant VILLA, at a ground rent of £70 per annum. 
The grounds (three lawns) and gardens are beautifully laid = 
For detailed particulars of accommodation apply at their offices, 209, 
Piccadilly, W. (Fo. 281 R.) 


~ HERTS. 


ESSRS. BROOKS & BEAL have to SELL 2 
3 FREEHOLD ESTATE; comprising a modern-built residence, of 
handsome elevation, surrounded by 40 acres of land, laid out in pleasure 
grounds, kitchen garden, orchard, arable and grass fields ; it is adapted 
for immediate occupation, and within two hours’ journey from London. 
It has coach- Seman ene SrunTee, and farm buildings; the whole in good 
order. Purchase £3,500. 
Estate and ‘Auction Offices, No, 209, Piccadilly, w. (Fo. 260, R 3). 








“CAVENDISH-PLACE, CAVENDISH-SQUARE. 


O BE LET, unfurnished, or the Lease to be Sold, 
of an excellent RESIDENCE, in thorough repair, light and 
airy, not overlooked in front or rear. Jt contains four Poorest ame 
rooms and five bed rooms, convenient offices, well-placed closets. 
BRDOKS & BEAL, Estate Agents and Auctioneers, 209, Piccadilly, W 
(Fo, 225). 








HANTS, 
O BE SOLD, a desirable FREEHOLD land-tax 
redeemed PROPERTY, most pleasantly situate, and surrounded by 
very tasteful pleasure grounds, with ornamental water and well- ubores 
grass paddocks and capital wailed kitchen gardens, elegant conservatory 
inery. House contains hall, two Leg y drawing rooms, and 
room, library, and boudoir, two staircases, 13 bed and 


ull It is one mile from a station, Direc 

Coast any, balk 0. ie fiom chureh and private sea bathing. 
chase m 

BROOKS as BEAL, Estate Agents and Auctioneers, 209, Piccadilly, W. 


(Fo. 196.) 








INVESTMENTS. 


ESSRS. BROOKS & BEAL have for SALE, 
together or se ly, FIFTEEN FREEHOLD (or Leasehold) 
COTTAGE VILLAS, at Wandsworth, on the borders of Wimbledon-park ; 
each let at * per annum. 
To treat, sony at their offices, 209, Piccadilly, W. 
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NORTH DEVON. 


Upwards of 2,120 acres of Freehold and Leasehold Lands, 6 Policies of In- 
surance, the Rectorial Rent Charge of the Parish of Bradworthy, and 
the Manors or reputed Manors of Bradworthy and East Buckish, in the 
North of Devon. 


R. E. M. WHITE is instructed to offer for SALE, 
at the NEW INN, BIDEFORD, on TUESDAY, the 3rd day of 
next, at TWO o’Clock in the afternoon, the fee-simple and 
parser of the MANOR of ba vig ow ny with the tolis and chief 
ts thereto . a other farms 
= the mansion house on Cle 
Charge of the greater ae ge of 
£396 5s., eee, eo ene ee dey present year £428. 
‘farms of East Ash nd Lower Kismildon (the latter in the parish 
of West Putford), and ‘Ash Water Grist wee whole constituting a 
valuable freehold estate 


purchaser, both as a sportsman 
oo, a capital house suitable for a gentleman’s family, with good 
and fishing, there being an abundance of game, a good rookery, 
and a portion of the estate being bounded by the oon "Torridge—to the 
latter, as affording a scope for the profitable outlay of capital by draining 
and other agricultural improvements. Bradworthy is situate about 13 
miles and West Putford 11 sllenierpennted road from the port of Bide- 
ford (which is distant about 8 hours by rail from London) and 5 miles 
from the excellent market of Holsworthy. 

Also a valuable Freehold Estate, comprising Clifford and other farms, 
extending over upwards of 874 acres, and the Manor of East Buckish, in 
the parish of Woolfardisworthy, distant about 10 miles from Bideford. 

The highly valuable Freehold Estate of East Furlong, ae the Pare of 
Littlemam, about 2 miles from Bideford, containing upwards of 55 acres, 
on which are some fine building sites, commanding lovely views of the 
finely wooded Yeo Vale. 

The Freehold Estates of West Mead and Welcombe Parks and other 
tenements, containing about 70 acres in the parish of Welcombe, about 17 
miles from’ Bideford, bounded by the sea, and commanding fine views of 
the Bristol Channel, having rights of Boo and offering sites for a marine 
residence. 

A valuable leasehold estate known as Cranam, containing upwards of 
11} acres, in the parish of Buckland Brewer, distant about 8 miles from 
Bideford, and 5 from Torrington, held on the longest of three lives with 
six Policies of Insurance ae nme aggregate sum of £800. 

Detailed particulars and plans of the property may be obtained at the 
New Inn, Bideford; Golden Lion, Barnstaple ; ; White Hart; Holsworthy ; 
Globe Inn, Great Torrington ; Queen’s Hotel, Exeter; ‘of the Auc- 
tioneer; of Mr. J. GROVES COOPER, Wear Gifford, Torrington ; 
of Messrs. JANSON, ag & PEARSON, ‘Solicitors, 4, Basinghall-s treet, 
London ; of Messrs. COODE, KINGDON, & COTTON. Solicitors, 10, King’s 
Arms-yard, Moorgate-street ; of W.d J. HILL, bs Seliaiees , Langport, 
Somerset ; or of Mr. ROOKER, Solicitor, Bideford, 

Bideford, 24th July, 1861. 


ee BE SOLD, pursuant to an Order of the High 
Court of made in a cause of Gyett against Williams, 
with the approbation ve bie Chancellor Sir William Page Wood, 
in one lot, by MR. MILNER, the person appointed b y the said jadge, at 
the OXFORD ARMS HOTEL, . KINGTON, in the COUNTY of HERE- 
FORD, on THURSDAY, the 12th day of SEPTEMBER, 1861, at 12 o’clock 
precisely, a certain FREEHOLD ESTATE, situate in the parishes of 
Giascomb and Bettus Disserth, and known as Wern Faur or Wern Danzey, 
and Cefu Glase, in the county of Radnor, now in the occupation of Mr. 
Danzey Sheen. 

Particulars whereof may be had gratis of Mr. THOMAS WESTALL, of 
No, 3, South-square, Gray’s-inn, London, Solicitor; of Messrs. BODEN- 
HAM & TEMPLE, Solicitors, Kington, Herefordshire ; of Messrs. MERE- 
DITH & LUCAS, Solicitors, No. 8, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, London ; 
of Messrs. PATRICK & UNDERWOOD, Solicitors, Rolls Chambers, 
Chancery-lane, London; of Mr. ARTHUR CHEESE, Solicitor, Kington; 
of Mr. PARSONS, Presteign ; and of the principal Inns and Hotels in the 
: raed 5 and of the Auctioneer at his office, Kington, Here- 


Dated | this 13th 7, of August. 1 
(Signed) EDWARD WEATHERALL, ¢ Chief Clerk. 


EYZOR and BENDON’S TWO GUINEA BIN- 
OCULAR FIELD or OPERA GLASS sent carriage free, on re- 
ceipt of post-office order, to any part of the United Kingdom. The 
extraordinary power of this instrument renders it adapted to answer the 
combined purposes of telescope and opera glass. It will define objects 
distinctly at ten gah sear is suitable for the theatre, race-course, 
sportemen, tourists, and general out-door B nite Tay Only to be ob- 
tained of KEYZOR and BENDON (successors to Harris and Son), Opti- 
cians, 50, High Holborn, London, W.C. 
Iiustrated Price List of Optical and Mathematical Instruments free, on 
receipt “ two stamps. 
HOSE WHO ARE ABOUT TO FURNISH 
should visit G. 1, THOMPSON'S extensive Stock of Furnishing Ircn- 
Mache Plectro-Silver Plate, Fenders, Pire-lrons, J: and Pap er 
Tra = Baths, Toilette Vurniture, Gas Chande Bw nod Moderator 
rticles marked in plain figures. 
yao PSON’S Electro Silver Spoons, 3%. ; Forks, 34s. dozen. 
THOMPSON'S Ivory Balance Table Knives, 16s,., 226., 268. dozen. 
25, PINSBURY-PAVEMENT, LONDON, E.C. 
Carriage paid to Raliway Stations. Send for a Furnishing List. 
IMPORTER OF PURE COLZA OIL, 


AMPTULICON or PATENT INDIA-RUBBER 
oP caaes ty ter ae it heteen boas Bee 
Wisdeor’ Castle, bacainghams Palace, and numerous public and private 














¥, G, TRESTRAIL & Co., 19 & 2, Walbrook, London, E.C, 
Manulectvory—touth London Works, Lambeth, 
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| 


es 

OAL.—GREAT NORTHERN RAILWAY. 

COAL DEPARTMENT.—The SILKSTONE and ELSECAR COAL. 
OWNERS’ COMPANY delivered their Coal, under i Som 


their collieries fully three-fourths of the late customers of ti 


to 
sumer direct from their own pits; and this Company ha ve rp ie 


thern Railway ten Present prices :— 
R. old Silkstone, screened ...... 
Whareliffe’ best. eat Silkstone it sbdess 
Ditto Pilley ditto Cee ede 
Newton, Chambers-& Co.’s ditto di ea 0¢ee 
Ditto, ditto Park Gate or Brazil SBoese 
Ditto, No. 2 d ecceee 
Ditto, thin seam ditto cecnee 
Elsecar House i coeeee 
Wombwell Main ditto ditto 

Delivered within five miles of depot. 


21s. per Ton,. 
22s. ‘ 
20s, 

22s, 

19s. 

18s. 

20s. 


20s. 


Deliveries at Hampstead, Highgate, and Finchley, Is. per ton extra. 
Apply to, and to be be abtaiad ONLY of the SILKS ONE and ELSECAR 
COA 


Holloway. 
Sole Agent, JAMES J. MILLER. 
#,* Customers are particularly requested to speci: 


OWNERS’ COMPANY, Great Northern Railway, King’ 'S-CEOSS, ani 


#8 


the deseri 


ify 
coal required; and to notice the recent CHANGE of Prag 


ts of Mr. JAMES J. MILLER in the place of 





INES for the NOBILITY and GENTRY 


for the ARMY and NAVY. 


WINES 
WINES for the CLERICAL, LEGAL, and MEDICAL PROFESSION 


WINES for PRIVATE FAME ILIES. 


PURE and er art oe od WINES from the sums 
VENDED by the FRPEerORs of the VINEYARDS. 


THE FRENCH VINEYARD ASSOCIATION 
have taken extensive cellarage at the West-end of London, for the 
of introducing Frencn Wives only to the British public at Frenow 
Prices ; and the members of that Association being babi gir 
most esteemed growths in France, the Nobility, Gentry, and 
patronising such Wines, will become assured of their genuineness. 


THE EMPRESS PORT, 


20s. per dozen. Sent free, bottles included, to any British Railway 
tion, on receipt of an Order on Charing-cross Post-office for 22s, 64., jy 


able to A. Rophe, Director. 


THIS EMPRESS PORT, 
is pure grape, of first-class quality, and delicious ‘taste ; 
family consumption. 


CHAMPAGNE, equal to Moet’s, 42s, 


SPARKLING BURGUNDY 


the very for Wix 


(“ The Glorious Bumper”) at 48s. per dozen. 
Pure CLARETS from 16s, to 84s. per dozen. 


Tariffs of other Wines sent post free. 


Cheques requested to be crossed ** London and Westminster Bank.” 
FRENCH VINEYARD ASSOCIATION, 
32, Recent Crrcvs, Piccapitty, Lonpom, 1861. 





OOD DOUBLE GLOUCESTER CIIEESE 


7a. and 744. per Ib. 
FINE LARGE CHEESE, weighing | cwt. each, 8d. 


per | 
RIPE STILTON, 10d. and Is, per lb. The Cenndiuere’ Delight, ws 
SMALL BREAKFAST TONGUES, 3s. 64. the half-dozen.! 
SMOKED OX TONGUES, 2s. a each, or three for 6s. 6d. 


FINE HAMS, 74d. and 84d. pe 


OSBORNE’S P. AT-SMOKED  OREAKFAST BACON is now ing 


cellent cure. 
BUTTER in perfection, at reasonable rates. 


A saving of 15 per cent. is effected by the purchaser at this establishma 


on all first-class provisions. Packages gratis. 


OSBORNE’S CHEESE WAREHOUSE, 
OSBORNE HOUSE, 30, LUDGATE-HILL, 


Near St. + Paul's, E.C, 





PICTURE FRAMES.—Cheap and Good Gilt F 
for Oil Futefings) ,2 4 by 24, 4 inches wide, 20s, Ornamental Fram 


for Drawings, 14) 7 


€,42. each. The Art Union Prints, framed i 


superior style, at the lowest prices. Neat gilt frames, for the 
Portraits, 1s. 6d. each. Gilt Room Bordering at 4s. per yard. Off pal 
ings cleaned, lined, and restored; old frames re-gilt equal to new. | 
trade and country dealers supplied with gilt and fancy wood monldiog, 
print, &¢. German Prints 5s. per dozen. Neat Gilt Frames, 17 byit) 
with glass complete, Is, 64. each. CHARLES REES, Carver, 
Mount Maker, and Print Seller, 36, Holborn, opposite Chancery-lane. ~ 





EST SETS OF TEETH.—EDWD. MILES & 
SON, Dentists, invite the attention of persons desirous to 
the ECON OMY and DURABILITY of their best and newest work in 
of TEETH of every description ; adapted without pain or extraction, 


improvements, the result of 20 years’ active practice. 


Their 26, wort 


post free, or extracts gratis. Toothache for the most part cured 


extraction, Best stopping with gold, &e, 


156, Liverpool-street, Bishopegate Church, City, E.C. 





R. HOWARD, Surgeon Dentist, 52, Fleet-street, 
has introduced an entirely new deser iption of ARTIFICIAL bir» 
~¢! 


fixed without springs, wires, or ligatu 
natural teeth as not to be Sotoanahes 


superior to any teeth ever before used. This m 


om th poston 8 ~— pope 
observer; they will never change co) oF decay, nee and wi te fourt 


extraction of roots, or an inful peratias “ia support eal reserve 
to sat cat aot Rea 


that are loose, and is guaranteed to 
cation. Decayed teeth stopped, and rendered Pa boned hed 
cation 


62, Fieet-street, At home from 10 till 6. 
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Wecannot notice any communication unless accompanied by the 
name and address of the writer. 


+, Any ecror or delay occurs ing in the transmission of this 
Journal should be immediately communicated to the Publisher. 


—— 
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CURRENT TOPICS. 


The pressure on our space has compelled us to post- 
pone till now the publication of an important paper, 

sisting of observations drawn up by a committee of 
the Bf etopalitan and Provincial Law Association, in 
ies addressed to them by the commission 





seply to inguin 
sting on the funds of the Court of Chancery. 
th subject of inquiry was the constitution and working 
of the Scanian neral’s Office, and the suggestions 
of the pea a pan on this i a ie joey of 
which is mainly due to a series of papers whi ve ap- 
an SA Sartet will be found to recommend 
emselves at once to the reader’s attention, from 
their sige treatment of the details of the question. 
One of the first and most pressing reforms urged by 
these gentlemen is the establishment of a branch of the 
Bank if England in Chancery-lane, for the conveni- 
ence, economy of time, and security alike of those who 
pay money into court and of those who receive it. They 
also recommend the abolition of one of the duplicate 
eet of books kept by the Accountant-General and the 
Bank, as a useless measure of précaution ; and then pro- 
to discuss under separate headings—first, the forms 
to be gone through by the suitor before reaching the 
Accountant-General’s Office : secondly, the dealings of 
the suitor with that office ; thirdly, the suitor’s proceed- 
ings after leaving the office ; and fourthly, the dealings of 
the Accountant- este with the Bank. Simplification of 
the numerous and tedious forms requisite before pay- 
ment into court is a@ yery obvious improvement ; and 
with respect to the forms of orders, it is suggested that 
a method may be adopted with advantage, from the 
system of slaye compensation payments, where the 
principle adopted was, that the Court declared rights 
with regard to the figures as they stood when the ac- 
count was opened; thus, leaving it to the Accountant- 
General to apply that declaration to the funds in their 
altered and accumulated state. As to dealings between 
the suitor and the office, it is proposed that affidavits of 
calculation should beentirely dispensed with. As the case 
now stands, the solicitor has to make an affidavit of calcu- 
lation, by which, however, the Accountant-General is not 
bound. ‘The result is that the practitioner invariably 
inguires beforehand at the office the amount of the 
funds and cash then standing in the Accountant-Gene- 
wt name, information which is generally afforded 
with the least possible convenience to the applicant. 
The amounts are rapidly read out, and no memorandum 
whatever is furnished by the office. Delay in obtain- 
ing the voucher from the office is truly pointed out as 
a source of uneasiness to the clients of solicitors, not 
'y in the country, but in town. The counter-signa- 
ture of the Registrar is remarked upon as being a ver 
ficient check against fraud, having been establish 
at a time when other machinery was at work in the 
office, which is now abolished. To the incon- 
venenees pointed out by the sub-committee, we 
may add this, that the duly must necessarily be an irk- 
some one to the Regi himself. It is unsatisfactory 
to Bi officer to be called upon to affix his signature to 
4 draft, ip Rei to authenticate it and make it payable, 
when ically, he cannoteither verify the document or 
iden p pastes: be Pepeenieg It fo im as the proper 
payee, The concluding remarks of the committee will, 
perhaps, attract more attention than any other, They 





point to nothing less than the abolition of the personal 
office of Accountant-General altogether. They shew 
that the magnitude of the office is such as to p its 
details far out of the reach of the supervision of one 
rson, however energetic and experienced; thus 
eaving matters to the ae. of clerks, who, 
nly, have in a remarkable manner, proved 
their trustworthiness; but whose liability in case 
of fraud or accident appears to be undecided, whilst fie 
chances of i arity, of which they may be 
the victims, are not averted by the adoption of the 
most apetcrel modern provisions. An institution simi- 
lar to that of the recent post-office savings banks is 
recommended, where oe can be made by suitors 
who may not have time for investment. It is apparent 
that much of the cumbrous and antiquated machinet 
of this department of the court is doomed to destruction; 
and amongst the suggestions for improvement, none 
will havé more weight than those of the Metropolitan 
and Provincial Law Association. 


Complaints are again rife with respect to an old griev- 
withthe closing of the Office of the Accountant’ in 
Bankruptcy for two entire months during the “long 
vacation. A notice at the office in Bainghall tre 
informs the public that, ‘in accordance with the order af 
the Lord Chancellor,” the vacation will commence on 
the 8th of August and end on the 5th of October, 
days inclusive. The order itself, however, is not pub- 
lished, and whether it isa general order dated in some 
previous year, and extending to the Dey pe 
whether it is an order issued by the Lord Chancellor 
from year to year, the pe are not informed. In the 
Offices of Records and Writs, and of the registrars in 
Chancery, a better management prevails, and a copy of 
the actual order is exhibited for the information of those 
whom it may concern. If this were done in the . 
ruptcy offices, we should at least learn when and by 
whom the two months’ yacation of the Accountant in 
Bankruptcy was sanctioned. The provision re i 
the vacations in bankruptcy is the 10th section of the 
Consolidated Act of 1849, whereby the vacations in 
several offices of the Court of Bankruptcy are assimi- 
lated, though not in stringent terms, to those of the 
Court of Chsneary. By the Chancery Orders (5th 
Consolidated Order, rule 1) the office of the Accountant- 
General is excepted from the ordinary fixed rules re- 
specting vacations in other branches of the Court; and 
we presume that the Accountant in Bankruptcy, in like 
manner, considers himself exempted from ordin 
rules respecting the opening of his office; and to be 
subject to the special order of the Lord Chancellor. 
But if the analogy to the corresponding office in 
chancery is adopted at all by the Accountant in Bank- 
ruptcy, why is it not carried out in full? We find that 
by an order of Lord Campbell, dated the 6th June, 
1861, the books of the Accountant-General are to be 
closed from Monday, 19th August, to Monday, the 
28th of October, more than two months, it is true; 
but there is this important addition, that on the 14th, 
15th, and 16th October, the offices are to be o 
the delivery of drafts payable in respect of the 
dividends. Even with this relaxation, the le of the 
vacation is complained of. But no such indu is 
conceded by the Accountant in Bankruptcy. corre- 
spondent of the Zimes states that about the 12th 
of August he received a dividend warrant from the 
Liverpool district court on the Accountant in London 
for a considerable sum, which he finds he will not be 
able to receive till after the Sth October, a matter not 
only inconvenient, but involving the loss of two 
months’ interest. We have every reason to believe 
that this very reasonable subject of complaint will not 
be of much longer standing, and that it will be remedied 
» he framing and settlement of the new bankruptey 

ers. 
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PARLIAMENTARY PAPERS OF THE SESSION 
RELATING TO LAW AND LAWYERS. 


III. 
3. PoticE AND CRIMINALS—(continued). 


In the early part of the last century, the Queen’s 
mercy was wont to be extended to thieves on condition 
of transporting themselves to the West Indies. As they 
often neglected to perform the condition, and there was 
at the same time a great want of servants in the 
British colonies and plantations in America, power was 
given by an Act of the 4 Geo. 1 to the Court before 
which such offenders were convicted, instead of order- 
ing them to be burnt in the hand, or whipt, to direct 
that they should be sent to some of those colonies and 
plantations for seven years, and to convey them to the 
use of any person who should contract for the trans- 
portation. capital offences, or where any offenders 
were excluded the benefit of clergy, and the King was 
pleased to pardon on condition of transportation to 
America, the court might allow the pardon and direct 
the transfer and conveyance of the culprit to any 
person for fourteen years, or any term made part of the 
condition; and such person was to have a property in 
the transport’s service for the term. Sixty years later, in 
the 19 Geo. 3, it was made lawful to order the transpor- 
tation to any parts beyond the seas of persons liable to 
be transported to America. Jn 1792 a proposal was 
made by Jeremy Bentham to contract with the Govern- 
ment for the management of 1,000 male convicts in a 
national penitentiary to be erected by him. Power was 
subsequently given to Government, and Bentham 
became feoffee of land by an Act for the purpose of 
carrying out the proposal. A sum of £2,000 was ad- 
vanced to him, which, with other considerable sums, he 
laid out in preparations with respect to the plan of the 
building, the employment to be given to the convicts, 
and the system of management, and certain patented 
mechani works, the invention of his brother 
Brigadier-General Samuel Bentham. The Government 
withdrew from the scheme; and in 1812 an Act was 

for compensating Jeremy Bentham, and for build- 
ing the Penitentiary at Millbank. It gave authority 
to the King to order persons in Newgate under sentence 
of transportation to be confined in the Penitentiary for 
certain terms according to the term of the sentence of 
transportation. By a revising and consolidating Act 
of the 5 Geo. 4 it was provided, that when an offender 
was transported in a king’s ship, a secretary of state 
might nominate some person to have the custody of the 
offender ; and the governor or other person to whom the 
contractor or nominee should deliver such offendor 
might assign him, and so as often as might be 
thought fit. By this Act, too, the King was empowered 
to appoint any place in England, either at land or on 
board a vessel, for the confinement of persons under 
sentence of transportation, to which a secretary of 
state might direct the removal of any male offender 
under sentence of transportation until he should be 
transported, or become entitled to his liberty, or be 
ordered by a secretary of state to be taken back to the 
prison from which he was removed. Having thus briefly 
indicated the origin of our system of transportation and 
convict prisons we pass to the year 1853, when the 
difficulty of transporting offenders beyond sea made it 
expedient to substitute in certain cases other punish- 
ment. By an Act of that year (c. 99), a person who 
otherwise would have been liable to transportation 
beeame liable, at the discretion of the Court, to be kept 
in penal servitude for a certain relative term mentioned 
in the Act. This discretion was abolished by the 
20 & 21 Vict. c. 3, which enacted that a person should not 
be sentenced to transportation, but should, instead, be 
liable to penal servitude of the like duration as the term of 
transportation. At the same time, under sen- 
tence of penal servitude might be conveyed to any 
place beyond the veas to which offenders under sentence 


! 
{ 





of transportation might be conveyed, or which might 
be appointed by the Queen in council. The system of 
transportation, in its utility, economy, and room for 
improvement, was inquired into and reported upon last 
session (286) by a select committee of the Commons, 
Since the discontinuance of transportation to New 
South Wales and Van Diemen’s Land, and the sub. 
stitution of penal servitude, the number and duration 
of the sentences have greatly decreased ; the ave 

annual number for transportation in 1850—1852 
having been 4,962, all for seven years and upwards; the 
average for penal servitude in 1858—1860, 2,723, of 
which only 515 were for periods exceeding six years, 
In the last-mentioned three years respectively there 


were transported to Western Australia, 550, 224, and 


296; to Bermuda, 640, 281, 0; and to Gibraltar, 
0, 140, 0. Of the plan of sending convicts to Ber. 
muda and Gibraltar, employing them on public works 
there, and bringing them back to this country to be 
discharged, the committee doubts the advantage. The 
gross qantas for transportation and establishment in 
1858-9 was, for Western Australia, £80,000; Ber. 
muda, £65,000; Gibraltar, £35,000. The total number 
of convicts not being expirees or conditionally pardoned 
men, in Western Australia, in June, 1860, was 2,432, 
of whom 774 were maintained by Government, and 
1,658 held tickets of leave. The other Australian 
colonies desire that transportation to any part of 
Australia should be abandoned, and some have made 
laws to keep out from their territories the convicts of 
Western Australia. But there is no sufficient evidence 
to show that such convicts have seriously affected any 
other Australian colony, while it is proved that m 
of them in Western Australia now lead honest and 
independent lives. The transportation of women has 
been abandoned for many years. 

From Bermuda, a letter of August, 1860, to the 
colonial minister from Governor Murray, who had 
made an unexpected night visit in the hot season 
to all the convict prisons and hulks, bears witness to 
good order, regularity, and wholesomeness. The comp- 
troller’s report to the governor states that a system of 
marks, as a test of conduct, had awakened among the 
prisoners an emulation previously unknown. The 
prisoners were employed in the naval works, in those of 
the royal engineers, and in public buildings. The great 
evil, fatal to discipline, was want of officers’ quarters; 
another evil, the large number of prisoners in the hulks. 
The average daily number of convicts was 1,206. Of 
1,357 in custody in 1860, 10 died ; one by his own hand. 
There were 1,382 punishments, some men ey 
punished ten or twelve times. No more than 
punishments were for theft. The greater number were 
for insolence, disobedience, and idleness. In summer, 
the day is 15 hours—labour 8, meals 23, prayers © 
in-doors 4. In winter, an hour less in-doors. 
man’s food weekly is 104 pounds of bread, 14 pounds of 
biscuit, 4 pounds of fresh beef, 14 pounds of salt pork, 


and 7 of vegetables, with the addition of tea, sugar, . 


cocoa, and oatmeal, and 34 gills of rum. ‘The commoner 
trades are practised within the prisons. The chaplain 
and surgeon also make their reports to the governor. 
From the schoolmaster’s return appended to the former 
it is seen that out of 1,009 convicts, 6 can neither read 
nor write, 32 can read only, 154 read and write incor- 
rectly, 481 read and write well, while 336 are well 
instructed. 

At Gibraltar, the public works, Governor Codring- 
ton considers, are suitable for furnishing labour to 
the prisoners, and teaching them some occupation by 
which they may profit on their release; but in the case 
of convicts for life or long periods, hopelessness nullifies 
the advantages to the country. For the mere sake of & 
possible removal to England four prisoners of long sen- 
tences had made a murderous assault on the 
surgeon. The prisoners were employed, as at Be 
in public works, Six, in imitation of a course 





Ave. 31, 1861. 


THE SOLICI©ORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 








by Sir J. Jebb in the prisons in England, were sent to 
work in public gardens, without any warder, and had 
iyen every satisfaction. There are public works of 
¢ importance sufficient to employ a thousand 
isoners for many years to come, but if reformation is 
ted, buildings such as those at Chatham and Port- 
land must be erected. The average daily number in 
1860 was 730. Of the total number of 844 in the year 
17 died—13 from cholera, which spread from Spain. 
About half the prisoners were under mage 4 ears of age. 
The punishments in the year were 950. ‘here are two 
diet tables there, one for the workers, another for the 
idlers; the latter having only 7 pounds of bread and 
96 ounces of meat weekly, while the former have 8% 
pounds and 40 ounces respectively. The establish- 
ment of the idlers’ scale had caused a riot. ‘There 
ate also allowances as indulgences to prisoners in ad- 
vanced stages of penal servitude. For the year 1860 
the estimated value of the work done is £23,458 19s. 8}d. 
The average per prisoner of the cost of the whole penal 
establishment is £31 9s. 3d., while in the prisons in 
England the average is £34 2s. 2d. Of 563 prisoners 
in Dec., 1860, the numbers who could read, not 
at all, imperfectly, fairly, and well, were respectively 
6, 48, 145, & 369; and as to besos the corres- 
ponding numbers were 15, 58, 352, and 138, These 
accounts from Bermuda and Gibraltar form a blue 
book. Respecting the conflict of opinion in the Aus- 
tralian colonies, and particularly between Tasmania 
and Western Australia, as to the advantage of the intro- 
duction of convict’ labour, further correspondence 
between the colonial secretary and the governors of 
these two colonies has been presented also ina blue book. 
It contains numerous scattered statistics, but they are 
of a controversial character, and are not in a shape con- 
venient for reproduction. 

Since we completed the head of Police and Criminals, 
the 26th report of the inspectors of prisons for the Mid- 
land district has appeared. We have space only to re- 
mark, that the fault of being meagre and perfunctory, 
which we imputed to the report for the Southern dis- 
trict, does not seem to be chargeable on this blue book. 
It contains numerous tables, which were wanting in the 
other, and has three times as many pages. 


4. Pusiic EXPENDITURE. 


The 3rd class in the abstract of the Civil Service 
Estimates (H. C. 131) shows the current year’s cost of 
law and justice, compared with the cost for the year 
ending March, 1861. Relative to the subject which we 
have last treated, as regards England and Wales, criminal 
prosecutions, sheriffs’ expenses, &c., are set down at 
£167,000, being an increase of £67,000 on the year 
1860. The exgense of the constabulary of Great 
Britain is £224,575; the salaries and expenses of the 
police courts of the metropolis, £21,355; those of the 
metropolitan police, £136,204, being nearly £5,000 
more than in 1860. The prison and convict services at 
home and abroad furnish items of £17,695 for inspection 
and superintendence in the United Kingdom; £378,879 
for the establishments at home, showing a decrease of 
about £30,000 on the last year; the maintenance of 
prisoners in county gaols and the removal of convicts, 
£218,976, in which there is an increase of about 
£54,000 ; transportation, £15,776, being about £5,000 
less than in the past year; and for the convict estab- 
lishments in the colonies, £160,590, or more than a de- 
crease of £13,000 on the year 1860. The total of this 
expenditure in the administration and execution of the 
criminal law is £1,336,050. The salaries and expenses 
of the county courts are estimated at £200,320; the 
Probate Court at £71,980 against £34,280 of the year 
1860, The revising barristers cost the country £17,650 
ayear. The details of these estimates are given in a 
cect paper (131, III.), and there is a special return 
(H. ©. 442) of the amounts paid to the treasurers of 
the several counties in England and Wales on account 





of the expenses of criminal prosecutions and mainte- 
nance of prisoners in the year 1860. From the detailed 
estimates it is seen that the decrease of £30,000 for the 
prisons and convict establishments at home is princi- 
pally due to building and fitting operations in the past 
year at Woking Prison, and at the criminal lunatic 
asylum near Sandhurst. The increase of £54,000 in 
maintenance of prisoners and removal of convicts is 
not borne out by the detailed estimates, the totals there 
se for the year —_ March, 1862, £213,976 1s. 3d., 
and for the year ending March, 1861, £229,357 5s. 10d., 
showing a decrease of above £15,000. We must leave the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer to explain this discrepancy 
of £69,000, trusting only that it is not a specimen of 
the degree of accuracy with which such papers are 
framed. 

The public expenditure on law and lawyers in 1860 
was not all embraced by the civil service estimates for 
that year. Contingencies must be met ; accordingly, a paper 
(H. C. 224) with that object sets down £3,071 3s. 4d. 
as expenses incurred for legal and other professional 
services. Among these are £500 to each of the 
two draftsmen, Mr. A. J. Wood and Mr. F. S. Reilly, 
for services in preparing a new edition of the statutes ; 
£100 to Mr. H. T. Holland for drawing the Common 
Law Procedure Bill of 1860; and £300 and £200 to 
Mr. D. R. Pigott and Mr. F. M’Blaine respectively for 
preparing Bills for the amendment of the criminal law 
of Ireland. Rewards, compensations, and expenses 
connected with criminal justice are provided for by a 
moderate sum under £700, including £279 10s. as fees 
paid to certain scientific persons for professional services 
in cases of alleged poisoning at Liverpool; fees of 
£56 5s. 6d. to Professor Taylor for analyses in two 
criminal cases ; and fifty guineas to Mr. Nunneley for 
a like analysis. 


————_—@—_———_—_ - 


The Courts, Appointments, Promotions, 
Vacancies, Xe. 


The Chief Justice of New South Wales has been pleased to 
appoint Paul J. Gordon, Esq., of 18, Old Broad-street (of the 
firm of Sills & Gordon) as permanent commissioner in England 
for taking evidence and affidavits for that colony, 

The Queen has been pleased to appoint William Hackett, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law, to be her Majesty’s Advocate for her 
Forts and Settlements on the Gold Coast. 


The Lord Chief Justice has appointed Thomas Hull Terrell, 
Alfred Hanson, and Henry S. Maine, Esqs., of the Chancery 
Bar, to revise the lists of voters for the metropolitan boroughs , 
the city of London, and the county of Middlesex, 





<= 
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Recent Becisions, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
VotuNntarRY SETTLEMENT—SratutTe 13 Extz. © 5, 
Thompson v. Webster, 9 W. R. 641. 


The decision of the House of Lords in Thompson v. Web- 
ster is mainly important, on the ground that it declares 
emphatically, and by way of affirmation of the previous 
decrees of the Lords Justices and Vice-Chancellor Kindersley, 
the true principle of construction which is to be applied to the 
statute of the 18 Eliz, for the protection of creditors against 
fraudulent conveyances, By the terms of that statute it is 
enacted that all conveyances of any property “made of malice, 
fraud, covin, collusion, or guile, to the end, purpose, and intent, to 
delay, hinder, or defraud creditors or others ” of their debts, shall 
be deemed and taken as against such creditors, &c,, their heirs, 
executors, &¢., to be “clearly and utterly void;” but it is pro- 
vided (sect, 8) that the Act shall not extend to any estate or 
interest made, conveyed, or assured “upon good consideration 
and bond fide,” to any persons not having notice of such covin, 
fraud, or collusion. 

The first leading decision in the statute is that of Tleyne’s 
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case, 3 Co. Rep. 80 b., whére it was laid down that a good con- 
sideration is not enough to take the case out of the statute, 
unless it is bond fide also; the consideration must be both good, 
and also without fraud, covin, collusion, or guile, So that 
where A., being indebted to B. in £400, and to C, in £200, and 
being sued by C., pending the writ, by secret deed assigns all 
his goods and chattels (without excepting even apparel) to B., 
but continues in possession of the property, consisting of sheep, 
sells some and puts a mark on others, this is a fraudulent con- 
yeyance, because, though good, as being in consideration of B’s 
debt, it is made with intent to delay, hinder, or defraud C. 
Althongh sect. 8 speaks of “good,” and not of “ valuable,” 
consideration, thereby excepting out of the statute all convey- 
ances for meritorious considerations, such as natural love and 
affection, and the like, provided they are also bond fide, it seems 
to have been held at first by the Courts that all voluntary 
conveyances were an evidence of fraud; and if not made for 
pecuniary or valuable consideration, were void as against actual 
or future creditors; Apharry v. Bodingham, Cro. Eliz. 350; 
Stiles v. The Attorney-General, 2 Atk. 152; Ex parte Hall, 
1 V.& B. 112. In St. Amand v. Lady Jersey, Comyn, 
255, it was held that a voluntary conveyance is bad 
in equity against bond debts afterwards contracted, 
there having been other bond debts existing at the time 
of the settlement. Here also may be mentioned a dic- 


tum of Lord Hardwicke, many years later, in 1750, that 
“there is no case where a person indebted makes a conveyance 
of a real or chattel interest for the benefit of a child, without the 
consideration of marriage or other valuable consideration, and 
a afterwards indebted, that it shall take place; ( Townshend 
v. Windham, 2 Ves. Sen. 10), a passage which has been com- 
= on and explained by Sir T. Plumer, in Holloway v. 


illard, infra. But it was soon settled that the statute only ex- 
tended to those voluntary conveyances which were made by 
a person who was indebted at the time, or where the deed itself 
‘was fraudulent; Shaw v. Standish, 2 Vern 327. In Russel v. 
Hammond, | Atk. 15, Lord Hardwicke said expressly that “a 
settlement being voluntary is not for that reason fraudulent; 
it is an evidence of fraud only (thus far the old doctrine was 
retained), though he hardly knew one case where the person 
conveying was indebted at the time that it had not been 
fraudulent. But a voluntary settlement is not fraudu- 
lent when the person making it is not indebted at the time; 
nor will subsequent debts shake such settlement.” So again, in 
Walker v. Burrows, 1 Atk. 93, Lord Hardwicke says, “ It has 
been said that all voluntary settlements are void against credi- 
tors equally the same as they are against subsequent pur- 
chasers, under the statute of the 27th of Eliz. But this will 
not hold, for there is always a distinction between the two 
statutes; it is necessary, on the 13th Eliz., to prove at the 
making of the settlement the person conveying was indebted 
at the time, or immediately after the execution of the deed.” 
Upon the decisions in Russel v. Hammond and Walker v. 
Burrows, two questions arose—one 2s to what amount or degree 
of indebtedness on the part of the settlor, at the time of the 
Séttlement, would suffice to vitiate the conveyance; the other, 
under what circumstances, if any, a voluntary deed could be set 
aside by subsequent creditors. The two questions were, in many 
instances, as in Russel v. Hammond, discussed and decided to- 
gether. As to the first, the doctrine of the Courts, having been 
stretched to its limits in either direction, is now settled; the 
latter is still left in some degree of uncertainty. In Stillman 
v. Ashdown, 2 Atk. 481, we find Lord Hardwicke laying it down 
that “it is not necessary that a man should be actually in- 
debted at the time he makes a voluntary settlement, to make 
it fraudulent; for if he does it with a view to his being indebted 
at a future time, it is equally so, and onght to be set aside.” 
This dictum is remarkable as containing the germ of the rule 
of construction afterwards adopted. In Lush v. Wilkinson, 
Ves. 387, a somewhat different view is adopted by the 
of the Rolls, Sir R. P. Arden. He says (as to thie first 
jon): “I very much doubt whether a subsequent creditor 
a right to come without proving an antecedent debt.” (As 
ts the second): “A single debt will not do. Every man must 
be indebted for the common bills of his house, though he pays 
them every week. It must depend upon this, whether he was 
in insolvent circumstances at the time.” And in Kidney v. Couss- 
maker, 12 Ves. 150, it is reported as having been admitted by 
Sir S. Romilly, that Stephens v. Olive, 2 Bro. C. C. 90, and 
Lush v. Witkinson establish, that it is not sufficient that the 
settlor was indebted at the date of the settlement, unless the 
debts then existing were still unsatisfied, or the man was insol- 
vent at the time. 
This appareut contradiction between the authorities—some 





of which seem to say that a conveyance by a man absolu a 
unindebted at the time may afterwards be avoided; 
that he must be in insolvent circumstances at the time, in 0) 
that such a result may follow—was reconciled by Sir T. Pip. 
mer, in Holloway v. Millard, 1 Madd. 414. The plaintif, 
there were creditors subsequent to the date of the settle 
which was voluntary, and made by a person not jp. 
debted at the time. The Master of the Rolls, after obsery 
that the word “ voluntary” was not to be found in either thy 
18th Eliz. c. 5, or the 27th Eliz. c. 4, thus summed up thy 
law :-—“ A conveyance is not fraudulent because it is voluntary, 
A voluntary conveyance may be made of real and I 
property without any consideration whatever, and cannot ly 
avoided by subsequent creditors, unless of the description mien. 
tioned in the statute. If a person having £1,000 a-year, inj 
not indebted at the time, gives away £500 a-year, the piftis 
not fraudulent, unless it were made with an intent to defea 
subsequent creditors. Its being voluntary is prima facie ey. 
dence, where the party is loaded ‘with debt at the time, of a 
interition to defeat his creditors; but if unindebted, his dj. 
position is good.” And the Court refused an inquiry as to th 
indebtedness of the grantor, unless some ground were laid fy 
it in the pleadings. In Richardson v. Smallwood, Jac. 652, 
the other hand, the same learned judge entertained a suit ty 
set aside a settlement where the plaintiff was a person wh 


‘became a subsequent creditor by the breach of a coveng 


previously entered into. The settlor was in embarrassed Gi. 
cumstances. In a case of Shears v. Rogers, 3 B. & Adol. 

a few years later, in the Queen’s Bench, the doctrine a 
indebtedness appears to have again receded. The Mee 
least, acquiesced in the view that a man must be in in 
circumstances in order to rénder a conveyance by him frauds. 
lent within the statute; although even here Littledale, J., my 
that the question of insolvency must be determined not 

by striking a balance between a man’s debts and credits,} 
also by looking to his conduct and the general state of hi 
affairs, A less hesitating approval of the doctrine laid dom 
in Lush v. Wilkinson, on the part of Sugden, LC., inany 
years later, is to be found in Martyn v. M'Namara, 4 Dr. &¥. 
427; but the expressions of the eminent judge must be taka 
subject to the qualifications suggested by subsequent case. 
In Townsend v. Westacott, 2 Beav. 340, case where a im, 
indebted at the time, made a voluntary settlement in Apri, 
1830, on his housekeeper’s daughter, soon after married th 
housekeeper, and in October, 1832, was imprisoned fr 
debt, and took the benefit of the Insolvent Act, Loi 
Langdale, M.R., directed inquiries, from which it appearl 
that the settlor’s debts at the date of the settlement were abmt 
£3,500. He observed—“ There has been a little exaggem 
tion in the agreement on both sides as to the principlem 
which the Court acts in cases like this. On one side it 
been assumed that -the existence of any debts at the 

of the execution of the deed would be such evidence ofs 
fraudulent intention as to induce the Court to set aside 
voluntary conveyance, and oblige the Court to do so under 
statute of Elizabeth, I cannot think the real and just co 
struction of the statute warrants that proposition, becaus 
there is scarcely any man who can agoid being indebted 
some amount, He may intend to pay every debt as soon 
it is contracted, and conscientiously use his best endeavours to 
employ means to do 80, and yet “ay frequently, if not al 

be indebted in some small sum. There may be a withhol 

of claims contrary to his intention by which he is in- 
debted in spite of himself. It would be idle to allege this 
the least foundation for assuming fraud or any tad intention, 
On the other hand, it was said that something amounting to 
insolvency must be proved to set aside a voluntary 7 
ance. That, too, is inconsistent with the principle of 
statute, and with the judgments of the most eminent Judge! 
The settlement in this case was set aside as fraud 
This modern view of construction has been repeatedly fol- 
lowed, Thus, in an instance where only one small debt was 
alleged against the grantor, and there was no suspicion of 
fraud, Brady, C.B., refused to allow an inquiry as to in- 
debtedness; Manders v. Manders, 4 Ir. Eq, 434. The 
same eminent authority elsewhere expounds the view which is 
now universally acted upon:—‘It appears to me 

the solveney of the party affords no infallible rule, but 
that each case must be judged by its own icular cir- 
cumstances. On the one hand it is too much to say that 
the insolvency of the party would, per se, be to 
make the deed fraudulent; while, on the other hand, his sol- 
vency will not necessarily exclude the possibility of the deed 
being fraudulent ;” Clements v. Eccles, 11 Ir, Eq. Rep. 229; 





ee a ee ee age eT eS 


Ave 31, 1861. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 





where inquiries were directed by the Court, the case appearing 
rima facie to be within the statute. An instance where a 
untary deed was upheld, though the settlor was largely in- 
is to be found in Re Magawley’s Trusts, 5 De G. & Sm. 
;a case which was remarkable on other grounds, One of the 
occasions on which the subject in both its branches was 
iscnssed is Holmes v. Penney, 3 K. & J. 90, before Vice-Chan- 
cellor Wood. His Honour observed—* With respect to volun- 
tary settlements, the result of the authorities is that the mere 
fact of a settlement being voluntary is not enough to render it 

void against creditors; but there must be unpaid debts which | 
were existing at the time of making the settlement, and the 
settlor must have been at the time not necessarily insolvent, 
but so largely indebted as to induce the Court to believe that 
thé intention of the settlement, taking the whole transaction 
together, was to defraud the persons who, at the time of making 
settlement, were creditors of the settlor. The mere fact of 


# man making a voluntary settlement, and thereby parting 
with a 
tak 


large portion of his property, has never been held to 
such a settlement fraudulent as against subsequent cre- 
ditors. I say I do not know that such has ever been held to 
be the case; and, perhaps, it is a question which still remains to 
bé determined.” 
~The remarks of Vice-Chancellor Kindersley and of Lord 
Chancellor Campbell in Thompson v. Webster fully confirm 
Sawer aig that it is no longer necessary to have absolute 
sivency in order to overturn a settlement under the statute; 
Whilst, the further point, whether a voluntary conveyance made 
a person absolutely unindebted at the time may beset aside at 
the suit of future creditors, is still comparatively untouched by 
authority. In all cases the validity of the settlement depends 
n the motive of the settlor. That motive has to be collected 
i his acts in relation to surrounding circumstances. A past 
@écision can do no more than guide the judge or jury, as the 
éase may be, to a conclusion on a question of this nature—it 
does not bind them by an inflexible rule so long as any material 
difference exists between the factsin the reported case and those 
on which thisy have to decide. 


REAL PROPERTY AND CONVEYANCING. 
Rieut or a Mort@aGer to Recover Twenty Y5ARS’ 
ArRzars oF INTEREST—3 & 4 WILL, 4, 0. 27, 5. 42; 3& 4 
Witt. 4, o. 42, 8, 3, 


Lewis v. Duncombe, M. R., 9 W. R. 446; Round v. Beil, M. R., 
9 W. R. 846. 

In the latter case.a question has been determined which was 
long @ moot point—viz., whether a covenant in a mortgage deed 
@ntitles the mortgagee, in a foreclosure suit to recover arrears 
of interest for twenty years before the filing of the Dill, as 
against the mortgaged premises. His Honour adhered to the 

ion formed by him in Lewis v. Duncombe—a case which 
uis Honour stated he had found, in common with other cases 
Which had come under his observation, very accurately reported 
in the Wi Reporter. The difficulty was occasioned by a 
seeming conflict between two enactments. The 3rd section of 
the statute 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42, has provided that actions of 
debt on specialties may be brought within twenty years after 
the cause of action shall have accrued; while the statute 3 & 4 
Will. 4, c. 27, 8. 42, had previously enacted that no arrears of 
rent or of interest in respect of any money charged on land 
should be recoverable for moré than six years. His Honour 
held that where there is only a simple mortgage deed, such as 
was in the present case, only six years of interest could be re- 
covered against the estate. In the cases which seem to have 
decided the contrary the relation of cestué que trust and trustee 
existed between the parties; so that the 42nd section of the 
3 & 4 Will..4, o, 27, did not apply ; Young v. Lord Water- 
park, 13 Sim. 204; Cox v. Dolman,2 De G. M. & G, 592. 
The origin ef the doubts concerning this question of law may” 
perhaps he attributed to the decision in Hunter y. Nockolds, 
1 M. & G. 640. The abstract question decided in that case 
was against the validity of a claim for interest on foot of a 
charge on land for more than six years. But the value of that 

ion was much lessened by the fact that the instrument 
cveating the charge contained a trust term securing it, and yet 
that term was never once mentioned in the argument or deci- 
sion as affecting the rights of the parties. The distinction, 
however, drawn in Cow v. Dolman, and followed in Lewis y. 
Duncombe, is, doubtless, the true principle, as observed by his 
Honour in the present case, which should govern such cases— 
viz., where there is a simple mortgage deed only six years’ 
interest can be recovered against the estate; but where there 





is a trust, such as a trust term to secure the mortgage, or, as in 


Lewis v. Duncombe, where an estate is vested in trustees to 
secure an annuity, the full amount of the arrears may be re- 
covered. In the present case-there was no trust term, and, 
therefore, there was nothing to prevent the 42nd section of 
3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27, from applying, and limiting the mortgagee’s 
right to recover interest to six years before the filing of his bill. 

There had been an administration suit of the mortgagor’s 
estate in another branch of the court, and if the plaintiff had 
come in under that suit, he could of course, as a specialty 
creditor under the bond and covenant securing the mortgage 
debt have recovered arrears of interest for twenty years. As 
he did not do so, he was now precluded from tacking the bond 
and covenant to the mortgage in a foreclosure suit so as to 
charge the estate. The right to tack a bond to a mortgage, as 
against the heir of the debtor, is founded on the ground of its 
preventing circuity of action, Such a right is not allowed as 
against mesne incumbrancers, because the bond debt is not, 
except as regards the heir of the mortgagor, a charge on the 
land; Smith’s Man. Eq. Jur. p. 198, ed, 1849. Such a 
right to tack depends, therefore, upon the right of the mort- 
gagee to sue the heir, and there was no representative of the 
mortgagor before the Court. The mortgagee was thus pre- 
cluded both by his own laches, as also by the state of the 
pleadings in the foreclosure suit, from tacking so as to recover 
twenty years’ arrears of interest. 

It is not surprising that doubts existed as to the operation of 
the statute 3 & 4 Will. 4, c, 27, s. 42, in réspect to charges on 
land which are also secured by the bond or other specialty of 
the debtor; as these belong to a class of obligations which, 
even though they should be ineurred without any considera- 
tion, may nevertheless be enforced within twenty years by 
force of the statute 3 & 4 Will. 4, c.42,s.3. This enactment 
was considered by most lawyers to have pro tanto repealed the 
former Act—to be, as it were, an exception to its general scope 
and provisions, just as express trusts are excepted from its own 
purview by the 25th section, The case of Round v. Bell, how- 
ever, dispels all causes of doubt as to the present state of the 
law in this respect, and as to the reasons which have led to the 
construction which has been put upon the Statute of Limita- 
tions. The effect of this decision will be to lead conveyancérs 
invariably to insert in every deed of mortgage a trust term, 
which will preclude any ground for disputing the mortgagee’s 
right to recover arrears for twenty years. 





COMMON LAW. 
CriminaL PLEADING—SEVERAL PLEAS, WHEN ALLOWED. 
Reg. v. Charlesworth, Q. B., 9 W: R. 805. 


In this notorious case a point of criminal pleading Was raised, 
which, though scarcely of a doubtfal ngturé, was seriously dis- 
cussed by a formidable array of counsel. It is, however, well, 
that in these days of constant change, the ancient landmarks 
of the law should be occasionally examined into, and if found 
to be unobjectionable, adhered to with resolution. Of these 
landmarks one is that in pleading, a single answer only shall 
be given toa single charge. In civil cases indeed, this rule 
has long been broken into; first by the statute of Ann. (4&5 
Ann. c. 16), and again quite recently by the Common Law 
Procedure Act, 1852; but in criminal cases generally, the com- 
mon law rule remains intact. The only exception ‘is that in 
felonies the prisoner is allowed, through the clemency of the 
law (originally established in favorem vite) to plead a special 
plea in bar, and if he fail thereon, then to place on recérd 
the general issue of “not guilty.” But this practice does not 
apply to an indictment or information for a misdemeanour (see 
Reg. v. Taylor, 3 B. & C. 502), and hence the defendant so 
charged must rely either on a special plea or on his being “ not 
guilty ;” and cannot be allowed to retain both on the record, or 
to substitute one for the other. In the present case, the defen- 
dant having originally pleaded “ not guilty ” to an information 
for bribery, and having been placed on his trial thereon, the 
jury were discharged from giving a verdict. On this he sought 
to place on the record a special plea, amounting to the defence 
of autrefois acquit (in effect a plea puis darrein continuance), 
but the Court held that this would be pleading “double,” 
which the criminal law does not permit; and that the proper 
course for the defendant to adopt would be (in the event of his 
subsequent conviction), to bring error: for by that method the 
discharge of the jury, in his first trial, on which he relied, would 
necessarily appear on the record; and be dealt with by the Court 
more regularly and more conveniently than if amet by way 
of plea,—to which there might bea demurrer decided in favour 
of the prisoner, though the issue raised by the plea of * not 
guilty ” remained undisposed of on the record. 
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CGorresponvence. 


TITHE RENT CHARGE. 


The tithe rent charges for the parish of A. are charged under 
what is called a field apportionment—that is to say, each field 
is specifically charged in the apportionment, with a sum of 
tithe thus :— 








Rent charge 
payable to 
the Vicar. 


Landowner. Occupier. Quantity. 





A. 
«| John Smith .... 1 
4 
18 
5 
12 
6 


Lord Peters ... 








| 48 

Since the apportionment Lord Peters has sold No. 340 to 
Joseph Taylor, who occupies it himself. 

Will some of your readers inform me whether the vicar is 
entitled to recover from Joseph Taylor, who occupies No, 340, 
the whole £11 9s. 4d. charged on the 48a. lr. 30p., making 
Taylor get back the proportion from the other tenants, or can 
he only require Taylor to pay the £4 10s, set opposite to his 
land; and I shall be obliged if a reference to some case or Act 
of Parliament can be given as an authority. 

A Constant READER. 











JUDGMENT DEBT—INTEREST. 


Your correspondent M. is, I think, clearly wrong in his 
opinion that a judgment on a bill of exchange carries £5 per 
cent. interest, because, as he says, it is within the 76th Practice 
Rule of Hilary Term, 1853. If he and your readers will refer 
to the 76th Rule, it will be seen that interest at more that 
£4 per cent. can only be charged on a judgment when “there 
is an agreement between the parties that more than £4 per 
cent. interest shall be secured by the san ccna How can it 
be said that when the bill was given a judgment was ever even 
contemplated? B. P. A. 


INVESTMENTS BY TRUSTEES—EAST INDIA STOCK 
(Sze 22 & 23 Vicor. c. 35, s. 32; 23 & 24 Vicr. o. 38, 
ss. 10,11; ORDER In CHANCERY, Ist FEBRUARY, 1861). 


Will your readers enlighten me as to the course to be 
pursued by trustees? 

The first Act authorises trustees to invest in East India 
Stock, unless forbidden by the instrument creating the trust, 
But see Re Colne Valley and Halstead Railway, 8 W. R. 18, as 
to the East India New Loan. 

The second Act and the order seem to authorise investment 
in the East India New Loan, but yet the Court refuses to 
authorise it. I have heard of one case in which an order has 
been made, but I have not been able to find the name, and 
consequently not the circumstances of the case. If the order 
of court does not include the East India New Loan, is it not 
too bad that the judges, after the doubt created by the above- 
quoted case, should have used the same language as in the first 
Act, and so have left trustees in doubt. 

Is it now the practice to advise trustees to invest in the East 

ndia £5 per cent? B. P. A. 


ATTESTATION OF WILLS. 


The following form has been used by me, and has an- 
swered :— 

Signed, published, and declared by the above-named (A.B.), 
as and for his last will and testament, in the presence of us 
present at the same time, who at his request, in his presence, 
and in the presence of each other, have hereunto subscribed 
our names as witnesses thereto. B.P. A. 


INSURANCE OF TRADE BUILDINGS, &c. 


The tenant should insure for his own protection, because the 
lessee of a house who covenants generally to repair is bound to 
Yebuild it if it be burned by accidental fire; and where the 
lessee covenants generally to pay rent, he is bound to pay it 
though the house be burned down. (Woodfall’s “ Landlord and 
Tenant,” pp. 369 and 385, 7th ed.) 

The landlord may deem it expedient to insure because the 
tenant may fail to insure, or keep up the insurance, and the 





———____ 


tenant may not be worth suing. And even if the tenant 
insures, and the premises are within the weekly bills of mor. 
tality, the landlord may deem it expedient to insure, because 
the tenant may obtain the benefit of his insurance previously 
to the landlord being able to give notice to the insurance offic 
of his interest in the premises. 

An arrangement should be made between the landlord and 
the tenant for an insurance in their joint names. 
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THE ACCOUNTANT-GENERAL’S DEPARTMENT Of 
THE COURT OF CHANCERY. 


The Metropolitan and Provincial Law Association a short 
time ago published a paper containing observations of the Equity 
Sub-Committee of that Association in reference to the matters of 
complaint existing in connexion with the Accountant-Generaly 
department of the Court of Chancery, and recommendations 
and suggestions for remedying the same, drawn up in accord. 
ance with the request contained in the printed circular lette 
received from the Secretary to the Chancery Funds Cop. 
missioners. The paper is as follows:— 

In our judgment, one of the first steps towards a reform of the 
present provisions for the custody and management of the funds 
of the suitors in Chancery should be the opening of a branch 
office of the Bank of England in Chancery-lane, in, or jp 
immediate connexion with, the Accountant-General’s offica 
there, for the payment of Chancery drafts, and for the receipt 
of monies paid into court. 

Very many of the recipients of money out of court are old 
and infirm; but even where they are younger and more active, 
the waste of time and the inconvenience of going to the 
to get their money (not to mention the risk of loss) are 
cient to constitute a considerable grievance. It is likewise 
very inconvenient, and attended with risk, for persons paying 
money into court to be obliged to go first to the Accountant. 
General’s office in Chancery-lane to obtain his directions and 
authority for the receipt of the money by the Bank, and thena 
mile and a half to the Bank of England in the city with the 
cash. 

The suitors of the court are, we think, entitled to more con- 
sideration and accommodation in these respects than the 
present system affords. 

A branch office of the Bank of England has long been 
established in the Court of Bankruptcy for the convenience of 
the suitors of that Court, and we have never heard of any 
fraud or loss resulting from it. 

The next step should be the abolition of one of the duplicate 
sets of books which are kept by the Accountant-General and 
the Bank of England respectively, for though the cost of one 
of them is borne nominally by the Bank, the expense of both 
falls practically on the suitors. We think the Bank duplicate 
might with safety, and ought to, be dispensed with, and the 
Bank left to keep the monies of the Court much as it would 
those of any other customer; so far as we are aware, there is 
no other public department in which a duplicate set of books 
showing the subdivisions of every suitor’s or customer's account 
is kept. 

We beg also to submit the following recommendations which 
we have arranged under the heads suggested in. the circular 
letter. 

I.—As to forms to be gone through before the suitor reaches 
the Accountant-General’s office, and, generally, dealings between 
the Court and the Accountant-General. 


1. As regards paying money and transferring stock into 
court, and the expense and delay involved therein. 

We think that money should be allowed to be paid into 
court without any special order of the Court, and also to be 
invested, in the same manner as money paid in under the 
Legacy Act, and that stock should be similarly permitted: to 
be transferred into the name of the Accountant-General with- 
out an order, but that in lieu of an order it should be the duty: 
of the solicitor so paying in or transferring to file with the 
Accountant-General a certificate signed by such solicitor, and 
in such form as may be directed by any General Order, stating 
the amount and the account and purpose in respect of which 
the money or stock is so paid in or tfansferred, : 

Under the present system, if the suitor wants to pay in 
money, he has first to obtain a special order, which it will 
take from ten days to thirty or more to procure, according to 
whether it can be made on summons or petition, or on & 
hearing in a cause. Having got his order passed and entered, 
the suitor lodges it at the Accountant-General’s office, and 
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after two clear days gets the “ direction ” and authority to the 
Bank to take the money. (he 
In addition to the cost and ‘inconvenience of these prelimi- 
nary and useless forms, it often happens that a purchaser under 
the Court has to pay interest during the time thus occupied, 





which he might save if ho could pay in without an order. 


It is hardly necessary to remark that there is no risk in the 
Court receiving money. 

We would further suggest that some arrangement ought to 
be made by the Bank of England for the receipt by its country 
branches of money going into court from the country, so as to 
save the risk, commission, and trouble of a remittance to 
London; and payments to country suitors should also be made, 
where desired, through such branches, 

Sums enormous in the aggregate, remitted by trustees, re- 
ceivers, and others, are nearly always lying in cash and 
uninvested in the hands of London agents, waiting to be paid 
into court until the forms of obtaining the necessary orders, 
certificates and directions, can be gone through. This subjects 
the agents as well as the pial to great and unnecessary 
responsibility from the risk of the failure of their bankers, and 
other causes, which might be obviated by giving the power ot 
paying into court without any special order or directions, and 
either in London or through country branch banks at the 
option of the suitors. 

2. As regards the present forms of orders, and in what way 
they might be simplified. 

he plan adopted in making payments out of the Slave 
Compensation Fund, shows how much the system which at 
present prevails in the Accountant-General’s office is capable 
of being simplified and improved, and we would recommend 
that it should be considered whether some such plan might not 
be usefully introduced there. The principle adopted in the 
Slave Compensation Orders was, that the Court declared rights 
with reference to the figures, as they stood when the account 
was opened, and left the Accountant-General to apply that 
declaration to the funds in their altered and accumulated state. 
It appears to us that the Slave Compensation Forms of Orders 
might safely and beneficially be employed in a large proportion 
of cases in Chancery, and that they should be adopted in all 
cases to which they may prove to be applicable. The reports 
of the old masters, and the certificates of the present chief 
clerks to the judges, are worked by the Accountant-General by 
means of schedules, and we cannot see why a large proportion 
of orders should not also be so worked. 

3. Whether it would be desirable that the orders or office 
copies thereof should be transmitted from the Registrar's office 
to that of the Accountant-General, and filed there. 

We think it would be undesirable that original orders should 
be filed in the office of the Accountant-General, as it is im- 
portant, for many purposes of the suit, that every such original 
order should remain in the hands of the solicitor having the 
conduct of such suit; but we think that it should either be 
the duty of such solicitor to file an office copy of every money 
order in the Accountant-General’s office, or that in some way 
the Accountant-General should be supplied with and keep an 
official copy or entry of it to work upon. 

When an order has been completed or “ passed” by the 
registrar, it is entered in the books of the Report Office, and 
any office copy is madé from these books of original entry. It 
seems to us that the money orders, i.e, any orders which the 
Accountant-General has to work, might be entered in separate 
books from other orders, and these books of original entry 
might be given into the custody of the Accountant-General to 
work from. Such orders might be bound or entered in books, 
subdivided to correspond with the initial letters of the several 
departments or divisions of the Accountant-Geueral’s office, so 
that each department might retain, and have always accessible 
for reference, the orders relating to it. 


II. As to dealings between the suitor and the Accountant- 
General's department, 


1, As regards the expenses involved in ers of attorney 
and in affidavits of caleulation, and cntilenies of Seog 
ment, and in what cases they might be safely dispensed with. 

We are of opinion that powers of attorney, affidavits of calcu- 
lation and certificates of apportionment might be safely dis- 
pensed with in all cases. That in lieu of powers of attorney 
the present system adopted by the Court of Bankruptcy on 
payment of dividends might be safely and usefully substituted, 
and that in lieu of affidavits of calculation and certificates of 
apportionment, the Accountant-General should himself ascer- 
ow and work out the results for which they are at present 
used. 





As regards calculations, it appears to us monstrous that a 
department assumed to be skilled in figures, and having all 
the accounts to be dealt with in its own books and keeping, 
should throw the burthen of the calculations on the suitors and 
their solicitors. 

As a matter of fact, no prudent practitioner ever makes an 
affidavit of calculation, unless of the very simplest character, 
without first ascertaining whether his figures agree with those 
in the Accountant-General’s books, because the Accountant- 
General is in no degree bound by the affidavit, and is sure to 
reject it if it does not correspond with his own books. 

2. As regards the complication and multiplicity of forms in 
use in the Accountant-General’ s department, and in what manner 
they might be most advantageously simplified. 

See last answer, and No, 2 of part I. 

3. As regards office hours and vacation. 

We think that attendance similar to that required from the 
vacation judge and vacation registrar, should be given by the 
Accountant-General’s department, to deal with matters of 
pressing urgency; any questions which may arise as to the 
urgency being determined by the vacation judge. 

The present office hours are from ten to three, and from four 
to six, but we think more convenience would be afforded to the 
public and the profession, if the partial attendance from four to 
six were discontinued, and the first mentioned period extended 
to four o'clock. 

4. Whether the present staff of the Accountant-General’s 
office, and the subdivisions therein, are found by the profession 
insufficient at times of pressure, especially just previous to the 
long vacation. 

ey are no doubt insufficient at times of pressure. But we 
think the real fault on this head lies in the want of more 
subdivisions. It seems to some of our body, who have had the 
best opportunities of observing, that the junior clerks are often 
not fully employed at times when the seniors are much over- 
worked. 

At the Bank of England the alphabet is so subdivided that 
in times of pressure there is only one letter for each clerk to 
attend to. 

If the calculations for sale and purchase of stock should be 
thrown upon this department, as we suggest they should be, 
more assistance will probably be required, and it seems to us 
that under any system of subdivision, times of pressure will be 
likely to arise, when the ordinary staff will scarcely be equal 
to affording the facilities which the public have a right to 
expect. 

We think some powers should be given for the employment 
of accountants and their clerks for the purpose of giving tem- 
porary assistance at such times. They need not be employed 
on the regular books, but for the purpose of calculations, and 
work of that kind, they might surely be made very useful. 

We also suggest that investigation should be made to 
ascertain whether it is not practicable and safe to purchase in 
very many instances the stock in which suitors have life 
interests, in the joint names of the life tenants and of the 
Accountant-General, and thereby throw the burden of receiving 
the dividends thereon on such tenants for life, instead of, as at 
present, engrossing so much of the time of the Accountant- 
General and his clerks, and multiplying and eneumbering his 
books to the present enormous extent, for no apparently useful 
purpose; or whether arrangements might not be made for the 
Bank to recognize and pay dividends under orders to tenants 
for life direct, even in cases in which the stock is allowed to 
remain in the sole name of the Accountant-General; the Bank 
of England, under either system, to notify the fact to the 
Accountant-General, if two, or say three, consecutive 
dividends should at any time remain unapplied for. 

Either of these measures would relieve the Accountant- 
General’s department of such a mass of work as would 
possibly render even the present staff fully adequate to the 
efficient perormance of all the other duties of the department, 
without the necessity or expense of calling in further assist- 
ance, 

5. Whether any inconvenience is caused from the circum- 
stance that a voucher for the payment inof money is not obtain- 
able immediately after the money is paid in. 

There is this inconvenience that clients in the country, who 
have forwarded money to their solicitors to pay into court, are 
often surprised and uneasy that, instead of receiving an officia 
acknowledgment by return of post they have to wait about a 
fortnight for the voucher. 

We do not see any necessity for the present practice of com- 
pelling the solicitor to file the Bank of England receipt with 
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the Accountant-General, who appears to obtain advice of the 
payment direct from the Bank; but if that practice is to be 
continued, we would suggest that the Bank should give to the 
solicitor either a duplicate of such receipt, or a simple account- 
able receipt on behalf of the Accountant-General, similar to 
that given by a private banker on receipt of money to his 
customer’s account, which receipt could be sent to the client. 


III. Proceedings of the suitor after leaving the Accountant- 
General's department. 

1. As regards the counter-signature of the Registrar. 

We believe the counter-signature to be inadequate to prevent 
fraud, and next to useless. If it be said that the necessity of 
obtaining another signature after the draft is issued, is a diffi- 
culty in the way of fraud, one answer would be that a third or 
fourth signature would be a further check, and so checks might 
be multiplied ad infinitum. But the truth is that this signa- 
ture is not by any means an effectual check. The Registrar 
merely signs the draft presented to him, no matter by whom, 
and never even looks at the order unless in the cases of drafts 
for “‘ principal ” money, or first payment of dividends, and all 
he can possibly do then is to see that the amount of the draft 
agrees with that of the order, and that it has not been pre- 
viously paid. If one of the many signed cheques, now kept in 
the Accountant-General’s clerks’ drawers, were improperly 
abstracted and presented to the Registrar, he would sign and 
pass it as a matter of course if for interest, and, if for principal, 
on mere production of the order, which the stealer of the cheque 
would find in all probability on the Accountant-General’s 
clerk’s desk, or in the pigeon hole by its side. 

Before the “Clerks of Accounts” office was abolished, all 
drafts issued by the Accountant-General went to that office to 
be checked and entered, and for “ intratur” to be written 
thereon. 

On the faith of that “ intratur,” the Registrar counter-signed, 
in fact he certified the entry of the draft on the account side of 
the old “ Report Office,” and when that entry was done away 
With in 1852, it is difficult to see on what ground the certifying 
signature was retained. 

It is almost needless to point out that anything professing 
to be a check on fraud, which is in reality no such thing, is 


likely to be mischievous. The supposed check is depended 
on, and the watchfulness, which a sense of undivided responsi- 
bi always produces, is yi’ f weakened or destroyed. 


 Accountant-General’s Office ought to be so constituted 
as to render any check upon it unnecessary; but if it should 
be consi expedient still to have one, a more complete and 
effectual one than that of the Registrar’s counter-signature, 
under the present imperfect practice respecting it, ought to be 
adopted. 
2. As regards the distance the suitor has to go for his money. 
This would be obviated by establishing a branch of the 
Bank of England in Chancery-lane, as recommended at the 
commencement of these observations, and we cannot insist too 
strongly on the necessity of such a change, and on the suitor’s 
right to such an accommodation. 


IV. As to dealings between the Accountant-General and the 
Bank of England. 

1, Asregards the present method of buying and selling stock, 

No reason has been discovered for doubting the perfect fair- 
ness with which the sales and purchases are conducted. Still 
we are not aware of any existing security to prevent undue 
advantage being taken of the fluctuation of the price of stock 
during the day, or of the power of influencing the market. 
And it is important that the minds of the suitors and public 
should be relieved from all feeling of uneasiness or suspicion 
on such an important point. It should be shown that 
unfairness is impossible, 

The following plan will, we think, be found free from all 
the objections which have been raised to the other modes 
which have been suggested for getting rid of this anomaly, 
viz:— 

That the office of broker to the Court of Chancery should 
be abolished, and that, instead of buying and selling the balance 
of stock required on each particular day, the necessary amounts 
should be provided by carrying over a proper sum, ascertained 
on the daily average price of stock, from the stock amounting 
to nearly three millions, which has been purchased on account 
of the fund, which is termed “ Fund A.,” in the report of the 
Concentration of Courts Commission, 

It ie nentions to demons henodhen ag a re we 
suggest, which is simply in e that of a “ jobbi 
account,” to and from which sales and purchases would 3 








to be debited and credited to meet the demands of the separate 
accounts of the suitors. : 

There is a steady increase of the stock in court year by 
year, and to meet this increase (which of course represents 
surplus of purchases over sales), stock would have to be bough 
for the “‘jobbing accounts,” at periods andin sums which could 
readily be arranged. 

We observe that Mr. Parkinson makes out that the double 
one-eighth is not really paid. If so, we do not seé that the 
individual suitor has any right to this saving, and if the Cou 
were its own jobber it would get the profit. 

The jobbers under the present system must make their usual 
profit, and we do not see why the Court should not make it 
instead. If suitors must be taxed towards the maintenance of 
the Court, this tax (if it can be so called) is surely a most un- 
objectionable way of getting the money. 

There cannot, we conceive, be any difficulty in calculating 
each purchase and sale at the average price of the day whe 
the sale is bespoken, or of the day before the calculation for it 
is made, and debiting or crediting the separate account of the 
suitor and the “jobbing account ” of the Court ‘accordingly. 

Strictly speaking, it seems to us that the day when the 
order is made for sale or investment is the day when the price 
of the stock should be ascertained. At any rate, there can be 
no reason why the actual day when the broker happens to séll 
or buy should be the one to regulate the price. 

2, As regards the necessity for keeping a duplicate set of 
accounts at the Bank. 

This is, or ought to be, unnecessary. It is not an effectual 
check against fraud, and is a great impediment and annoyatite 
to the suitors. [See our first suggestions and the “ General 
Remarks” immediately below. ] 


GENERAL REMARKS. 


There is one other question which strikes us as of consider. 
able importance, and deserving of very careful consideration. 
It is as to the office of the Accountant-General himself. 

When the department was first constituted in 1725, and down 
to 1764, it appears to have contained only two clerks. 

With a business of the contracted character existing at that 
time, and for many subsequent years, the natural and wise 
thing, no doubt, was to have one head. It was quite possible 
for one person to supervise thoroughly the whole work of the 
department. But with a business of the present magnitude, 
it is plainly out of all question for any gentleman, be his diligence 
and business aptitude what they may, to exercise anything like 
an effective control or supervision of the work. It is nearly a 
much as he can do to sign his name to the vast number of 
drafts and other documents which under the present system 
require his signature, and he must trust almost entirely to his 
clerks for the accuracy of the documents put before him for 
that purpose. 

This has been the case for very many years, and thé fact 
that only one case of traud, or even of serious error has oe- 
curred, is a proof of the care and trustworthiness of these 
officers. 

Drafts in great numbers, and amounting in the aggregate to 
enormous sums, are kept by these gentlemen in their drawers, 
with the signature of the Accountant-General already affixed, 
and there is nothing to prevent the abstracting by any of the 
clerks (and not much by the public) of such drafts, and ob- 
taining payment of them by endorsing the names of the parties 
to whom they are payable. The Bank has no means of 
knowing the signatures ot the payees, and, as a proof of the 
inadequacy of the system to stop such a fraud, the only case of 
the kind that did occur, took place when the old “ Clerks of 
the Accounts Office” was in existence, and their “ intratur” 
was required to the draft, as well as the registrar’s countersig- 
nature. In spite of the supposed obstacles, including the 
-_ of the bank duplicate books, the money was got for the 

t. 

In cases where drafts are handed out to third persons under 
powers of attorney, the clerk who gives out the draft, by put- 
ting the attorney’s name with his own initials on the back of 
it, is enabled to authorize the Bank to cash the draft on the 
indorsement of the attorney instead of the original payee, 90 
that in all such cases (which are very numerous, and involve 
immense sums of money) the mere initials of the clerk entirely 
change the destination of the draft, and supersede the signa- 
ture of the Accountant-General himself, 

The clerks also look to the correctness of the evidence that 
the party to receive is alive, and also to a proper identification 
of the recipients, where they receive in person, and of the 
“ attorneys,” where they do not. - 
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We think this proves clearly that the real responsibility of 
seeing that the draft is given to the right person rests with the 
clerk issuing it, and we think also that such clerk is the right 

to sign the draft, and that he. should sign at the time 
of issuing it, but not before. The effect would be, that a lost 
or stolen draft could not be cashed without the signature of 
the clerk being forged, a signature, be it observed, which the 
Bank would know, as bankers know that of a customer. 

This, in fact, is the system adopted at the Dividend Office 
at the Bank of England; the warrant (or draft) there is signed 
by the party receiving, and attested by the clerk of the Baok, 
who issues the warrant, and on such attestation the Pay Office 
cashes the warrant. 

The result of these remarks is, that it appears to us the per- 
sonal office of the Accountant-General might be abolished with 
advantage to the suitors, and that such abolition would expe- 
dite the business of the department. 

Such an arrangement would tend also much to facilitate and 
secure the keeping open the office for a sufficient period of the 

vacation. . 

e would also suggest that the principle laid down by the 
Post Office Savings Bank Act of this session should be adopted, 
and a deposit account instituted, where money likely to re- 
inain under the control of the Court for too short a period to 
make a request by the suitor for an investment in stock pru- 
dent, might at his option be deposited. On such deposits a 
low rate of interest (say £2 per cent.) might be allowed, and 
the principal would be preserved to the suitors at its full 
pone free from the effects of any fluctuation in the value 

stock. 

We have only to add that it should be made the duty of 
some competent and efficient officer to compare periodically and 
check the bank pass or account book with the books of the 
Accountant-General’s department, and to take care that too 
much money is not allowed to lie uninvested and unproductive 
in the hands of the Bank, but that interest for the benefit of 
the suitors is duly made of all surplus monies that can be 
spared for investment. 

Signed on behalf of the Equity Sub-Committee of the 
Assoviation. 
J. S. Torr, Chairman, 
Pauip RickMaN, Secretary. 
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Public Companies. 
REPORTS AND MEETINGS. 
Bristo: anp Exerer Raiway. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
29th inst., a dividend at the rate of 44 per cent. per annum 
was declared for the past half-year. 


Cuarine Cross BRIDGE. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 21st 
instant, a dividend of 10s. per share on the original shares, free 
of income-tax, was declared for the past half-year. 

Eastern Counties RatLway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
29th inst., a dividend of 16s. 3d. per cent., being at the rate of 
£1 12s. 6d. per cent. per annum, was declared for the past 
half-year. 





LEoMINSTER AND Kineton Rartwayr. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
27th instant, a dividend at the rate of 4} per cent. per annum 
= hones for the past half-year, payable on the 16th Sep- 

Liynvi VALLEY Ratiway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
22nd inst, a dividend of 5 per cent. on the preference, and of 
4 per cent. on the ordinary capital, was declared for the past 

year. 
Lonpon AnD Norra-WEsTerN Rartway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
28rd instant, a dividend at the rate of 3} per cent. per annum 
was declared tor the past half-year. 

Maryport anD CARLISLE Ratiway. 
_ At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 21st 
inst., the following dividends for the past half-year (less income 
tax) were declared : £1 13s. on each original £50 share, 
8s. 9d. on each original £12 10s. share, 8s. 9d. on each pre- 


cent. share, and 6s. 8d. on each preference 5 per cent. share, 
payable on the 2nd September. 
NorrIncHAM AND GRANTHAM RalLway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
22nd instant, a resolution was carried confirming an agreement 
for leasing this railway and the canals belonging to the com- 
pany to the Great Northern Railway for 999 years, at the clear 
annual rent of £4 2s. 6d. per cent. per annum on the share 
capital of the company. 

SovuTHAMPTON Dock. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 21st 
instant, a dividend of £1 10s. per cent, for the past half-year 
was declared. i 

Sout Devon Rarmway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 27th 
instant, a dividend at the rate of £1 7s. 6d. per cent. per 
annum was declared on the consolidated stock of the company. 

Sourh Eastern Rarway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
29th inst., a dividend of 12s. 6d. per £30 share, being at the 
rate of £4 3s. 4d. per cent. per annum, was declared for the 
past half-year, payable on the 5th of September. 

Sour Wates Ramway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
23rd instant, the usual dividend on the preference stock, and a 
dividend of £2 15s. per cent. per annum on the ordinary 
stock was declared for the past half-year. 

Vaxe or NEATH Rartway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
27th instant, a dividend at the rate of 34 per cent., per annum 
was declared for the past half-year. 

WHITEHAVEN, CLEATOR, AND EGreMonT Raltway. 

At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
22nd instant, a. dividend at the rate of £10 per cent. pér an- 
num was declared for the past half-year. 





Births and Marriages. 
BIRTHS. 


Braumont—On Aug. 27, at Great Coggeshall, Essex, the wife 
of Joseph Beaumont, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 

CLarkson—On Aug. 24, at Woodridings, Pinner, the wife of 
Eugene C, Clarkson, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

GaRDINER—On Aug. 13, at Woodridings, Pinner, the wife of 
John Gardiner, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of twins, son and 
daughter, stillborn. 

Srronc—On Aug. 27, at 17, Hanley-road, the wife of Chas. 
E. Strong, Esq., of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES, 

CourTNEY—VouLEs—On Aug. 27, Edward Moulas Courtney, 
to Isabella Elizabeth, daughter of the late William J, Voules, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of Lincoln’s-inn. 

Griec—Mitts—On Aug. 28, J. N. Grigg, Esq:, Barrister-at- 
Law, to Charlotte Katherine, daughter of E. B. Mills, Esq., 
Bombay Civil Service, of Weston Lodge, Mannamead, near 
Plymouth. 

Morris—Knox—On Aug. 27, Frederick Philipse Morris, of 
Lincoln’s-inn, Esq., Barrister-at-law, to Mary, daughter of 
the late Rev. Thomas Knox, of Tunbridge, Kent, D.D. 

Musson—Rosrnson—On Aug. 28, William Edward Musson, 
Esq., of Clitheroe, to Susanna Catherine, daughter of Dixon 
Robinson, Esq., of Clitheroe Castle. 

Orme—Bartow—On Aug. 22, Frederick Orme, Esq., Solici- 
tor, late of Madras, in the East Indies, to Elizabeth, daughter 
of the late George Barlow, Esq., of Salford. 

SuntivaN—Betir—On Aug. 17, at Gibraltar, Francis William 
Sullivan, Esq., Commander of H.M.S. Greyhound, to Agnes, 
daughter of the Hon. Mr. Sydney Bell, one of her Majesty’s 
Judges at the Cape of Good Hope. 

VaizEY—RerYNoLtps—On Aug. 28, John Savill Vaizey, of the 
Middle Temple, Barrister-at-Law, to Harriette, daughter of 
the Rev. John Reynolds, formerly of Halstead. 

Ware—Harrett—On Aug. 22, Charles Tayler, son of Martin 
Ware, Fsq., of Russell-square, and Tilford, Surrey, to Zillah, 
daughter of T. P. L. Hallett, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn. 

Witpe—Money—On Aug. 27, Rev. Richard Wilde, son of S. 
F, T. Wilde, Esq., of Monken Hadley, Barrister-at-Law, to 





ference 4 per cent, share, 8s, 9d. on each preference 4} per | 


Charlotte Eugenia, daughter of the Rev. J, D. Money, Rec- 
tor of Sternfield, Suffolk. 
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Anclaimed Stock in the Bank of Gugland. 

The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the om. rsnitted the same, unless other Claimanis 
appear within Three Mont: 

‘BURNETT, JOHN tt Esq., May-place, ours Kent, 
“and Witttam SHELTON BURNETT, Esq., of the city of 
Lisbon, £804 3s. 9d. Consols.—Claimed by Francis FRE- 
DERICK SHORE and CHARLES ALEXANDER MuwNRO, sur- 
viving executors of William Shelton Burnett, who was the 
survivor. 

‘Ross, Mary Awn, Spinster, East-street, Marylebone, £65, 
annuity for a term of years ending 10th Octeber, 1859, and 
also £14 19s. 6d. Consolidated Long Annuity, expired 5th 
January, 1860, standing in the name of Mary ANN Ross, 
Spinster, Southampton- buildings, Chancery-lane.—Claimed 
‘by GzorceE Lissis, the sole executor of the said Mary Ann 
‘Ross, Spinster. 

—p~—— 


London Gazettes. 


Professional Partnerships Bissolbed. 
TorspaY, Aug. 27, 1861. 
‘Hooxer, Epwagp, & RopEert SANNARD Foreman, Attorneys & Solici- 
tors, Sheerness, Kent (Hooker & Foreman); by mutual consent. Aug. 


" @@indings-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 
Tuespay, Aug. 27, 1861. 
Meaxtn’s Joint Srock Brewery Company.—The Master of the Rolls has 
appointed William Turquand, 16, Tokenhouse-yard, London, Account- 
ant, official manager of this company. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 


Toespay, Aug. 27, 1861. 

Casson, Rosert, Esq., formerly of Waterloo, Hants, but late of Field 
Assarts, Asthal, Oxfordshire. Smith, Alliston, & ones Solicitors, 4, 
Warnford-court, Throgmorton- street, London. t. 

-Corron, WiLi1aM, Esq., formerly of Bryanstone- ee Middlesex, and 
Lewes, Sussex. Lindsay & Mason, Solicitors, 84, Basinghall-street, 
City. Oct. 10. 

Fox, IsaseLta, Widow, Heath House, Brislington, Somersetshire. Mead 
& Daubeny, Solicitors, King’s Bench-walk, Temple. Oct. 1 

‘Meresr, Samvet, Merchant, Manchester, and Withington-cottage, With- 
ington. Sale, Worthington, Shipman, & Seddon, Solicitors, 29, Booth- 
street, Manchester. Nov. 1. 

Reep, JANE, Widow, Teignmouth, Devonshire. Mackenzie, Solicitor, 3, 
Johuson’s-buildings, Temple, London. Dec. 2. 

Ricuarpsox, Grorce, Gent., Bridge House, Buckland, iy Y Cutler & 
Weall, Solicitors, 5, Bell-yard, Doctors’ Commons. Oct. 10. 

Suyru, Rev. Benzamin StarLes TraPaup, West Pinchbeck, near Spald- 

Lincolnshire. Lacy & Bridges, Solicitors, 19, King’s Arms-yard. 
Mazrua, Spinster, Dover, Kent. 
gate-street, Dover. Oct. 9. 


Oct, 1. : 
Watson, Solicitor, 14, Snar- 


Faray, Aug. 30, 1861. 
.Avcock, Ann, Widow, Atherstone, Warwickshire. Dewes & Norton, 
N 


Solicitors, Nuneaton. Sept. 7. 

“Bepsoroven, Henry, Esquire, Nelson, New 7. Darvill, Son, & 
Poulton, Solicitors, Windsor, Berks. "Sept. 

= Manta, Widow, 34, Noriko, Strand, Middlesex. Ford, 

r, 43, Lincoln’ s-inn-fields. Oct. 

, Dixon, Marrnew, Silver Plater, formperiy ‘of Edgbaston and Snow Hill, 

Birmingham, and late of nom Handsworth, Stafford. Walford, 
ham. Oct. 12. 
Donne, Solicitor, 1, 


» Guuvviras, Tuomas, General Fancy Dealer, Brompton terrace, Brompton, 
Middlesex. Kemp, Solicitor, 4, Henrietta-street, Covent-garden, 
Middlesex. March i 


‘Gurrermes, Ricuagp, Gent., Dunstable, Bedfordshire. Willis, Solicitor, 
Leighton Bussard, Bedfordshire. Nov. I. 

Hatcu, WitttaM, Farmer, Low Farm, Hanworth, Middlesex. Executors, 
W. Hatch, Manor Farm, Ham, Surrey ; and N. B. Myles, 1, Hope-cot- 
tages, Twickenham. green, Middlesex. Nov. 1. 

/Hemster, Cuances, Clifton, Bristol. Sols. Warry, Robins, & Burges, 70, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Middlesex. Oct. 1. 

"Pavrow, Jour, Farmer, Bentley Farm, near Ansley, Le yeep Sols. 
Dewes & Norton, Nuneaton, Warwickshire, Sept. 28. 

Pouttner, Jous, Labourer, Camberwell, Surrey. Dewes & Norton, Soli- 
citors, Nuneaton, Warwickshire. Sept. 7. 

RourLepce, Roseat, Gent., 7, Wellington-terrace, Rochdale-road, Man- 
chester. Storer, Solicitor, 89, Fountain-street, Manchester. Oct. 14. 

Scott, Fraxcis Epwanp, Wine Merchant, 22, St. Swithin's-lane, London. 
re & Tt. Gole, Solicitors, 49, Lime-str.et, Leadenhall-street, London, 

. 

SMAcCKELL, Many Axw, Widow, formerly of 7, Gloucester-villas, Warwick- 
road, Maida-bill, Middlesex, but late 2, Randolph- -road, — hill. Sols, 
Evans & Phillips, 7 2, Coleman. street, City, E.C. Oct. 

Sane, Tuomas, Attorney & Solicitor, ‘Birmingham. Sols, Slaney & Co., 
2, Newhall-street, Birmingham. Sept. 29. 


Crevitors under Estates ‘ow Chaucery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Turspar,A 
Ancuen, WiLt1am, Cabinet Maker, 
Kindersley, Nov. 8. 


. 27,1861, 
rkenhead. Raine v, Archer, V.C. 


J sie Faiway, Aug. 30, 1861. 
.’ oBsur, im, bd Mary, Islington, 
Stuart. Nov, i2, s 


lesex. Elimers v, Barnett, V. C. 


——— 


Wittiams, Taomas, Jun., Joiner, Lianbadarnfawr, Cardiganshire, Wy. 
|  liams v. Williams, V. C. Stuart. Oct. 30. 


Assiguments for Benefit of Creditors 
Tugspay, Aug. 27, 1861. 

BAut, Tuomas, Grocer, Chester. Sol. Evans, Liverpool. Aug. 8, 

Baxou, WittiaM Henry, Joiner . Wheelwright, Newbold, Chesterfield 
Sol. ‘Cutts, Chesterfield. Aug. 1 

Crark, WiLi1aM, Farmer, East Linkholl, Northumberland. Crosby, 3 
Church court, ‘ola ry vg op wee Agent for W. & B. W olibe’ 
Solicitors, Morpeth. Aug. 2' 

Farson, WiLuiaMm, Miller ¥" ‘Farmer, Horncastle, Lincolnshire. go, 
Tweed, Horncastle. Aug. 1 

Key, Georce, Grocer & Tea Seti, Lincoln, Sols, Tweed & Hughes, 
Lincoln. Aug. 21. 

De Liauoro, FseDERIcK WILLIAM, 66, New Bond-street, Middlesex, anq 
Jane his wife a Jane Soper, Spinster.) Sol. Jones, 15, Sise-lane, 
London. Aug. 8 

Raucu, Gustavus "FRepenick, Warehouseman, 3, Huggin-lane, Wood. 
street, London. Sol. Mardon, Christ Chucch-chambers, 99, Newgate. 
street, London. July 29. 

Roxzests, Isamaet, Farmer, Saith Taron, rae Yn Yale, Denbigh. 
shire. Sol. Hughes, Wrexham. Aug. 5 

Scraces, James, Draper, High-street, Watford, Hertfordshire. Si, 
Lumley & Lumley, , Moorgate-street, London. Aug. 7. 

Suaw, — Cox, Wine c Spirit Merchant, Bruton, Somersetshire, Soi, 

’ 
TRORNTON, aos Pecans; — Chester. 
cess-street, Manchester. Aug. 2 


Farpay, ron 30, 1861. 

BROUGHALL, GEorGE, Key Stamper, Union-street, Willenhall, Stafford. 
shire. Sol, Whitehouse, Wolverhampton. Aug. 17. 

Drypex, Bensamin, Timber Merchant, Blyth, ager crc. Sols, 
Hodge & Harle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Aug. 1 

Fretpine, Aaron, Grocer and Corn Dealer, Giossop, Derbyshire. Sol, 
Reddish, 52, Prince’s-street, Manchester. A’ 

FLEMING, "James, Tea Dealer, Liverpool. 
Lancaster. Aug. 24. 

Nogweop, Micuaet Tomas, Upholsterer, 48, High-street, Birmingham 
(M, T. Norwood & Co.) Sol, Bridges, Birmingham. Aug. 5, 

ScHOFIELD, WILLIAM, JAMES SCHOFIELD, Josial SCHOFIELD, Mark Ryprr, 
& Warraker Scuorrerp, Cotton Manufacturers, cn ~ meee Lanca. 

Sols. Bunting & Bingham, Manchester. Aug. 23 

Smita, Carwtorser Wess, Dyer, Dudbridge, Gloucester (Christopher 
Smith & Co.) Sol. Heelas, Stroud. Aug. 9. 

Water, James, Bookseller & Stationer, Leeds. Sols. Christic, Daniel, 
& Christie, 4, Albion-place, Leeds. Aug. 22. 

BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
TuEsDaY, Aug. 27, 1862. 
\'Leet, Samvet, Mercer & Draper, Audlem, Chester. Aug. 22. 
Geppes, Taomas, Draper, 48, Stafford-street, Liverpool. Aug. 12. 


Bankruyts. 
TurspaY, Aug. 20, 1861. 
Bureix, Tuomas, & WiLLIAM Burain, Upholsterers & Cabinet Makers, 
26, Great Winchester-street, London (Burgin Brothers). Com, Fane: 
Sept. 6, at 2; and Oct. 5, at 11.30; Basinghall-street. Og. Ass. Whit- 


Sol. Barratt, 24, Prin. 


ug. L 
Sol, Panington, Ulverston, 


gs Sol. Hampton, ‘ New Boswell-court, Lincoln’s-inn, et. July 
19, 
Com. Sanders: 


Corsetr, Tuomas, Licensed Victualler, Birmingham. 
Sept. 6, and Oct. 4, at 11; Birmingham. Of. Ass. amen Sols, 
East & Parry, 45, Ann- -street, Birmingham. Pet. Aug. 24 

CouniHan, Josera JOHN (not CONNIHAN, as advertised in ‘last Friday's 
Gazette), and MaximtLian Linpr, Merchants, 140, Fenchurch-street. 
Com. Fonblanque: Sept. 4, at 12; and Sept. 27, at 23 Basinghall-street 
oO. FP =4 — Sols. Harrison & Lewis, 6, ola Jewry, London, 

ug. 

CuLLeTon, THomas, Engraver & Stationer, 25, eerste | Leicester- 
square, Middlesex. Com. Fonblanque: Sept. 9 , at ll; and Oct. 9, at 
1,30; Basinghall-street. Of". -— Graham. Sol, Peckham, 40, Lud- 
gate- ‘street, London. Pet. Aug. 2 

Henson, Henry Henson, Ceathastor ‘& Builder, Watford, Hertfordshire. 
Com. Fonblanque: Sept, 5, at 1.30; and Oct. 30, at 1; Basinghall- 
street. Off. Ass. Grah a Sols, Jenkinson & Sweeting, 1, Clement’s- 
lane, London. et. Aug. 2 

KeioutLey, WILLIAM, Glass Manvfacturer, Birmingham. Com. Sanders: 
Sept. 13 and Oct. 4, at 11; Sanaa Off. Ass. Kinnear. Sol. 
Walford, Birmingham. Pet. Aug. 12. 

Kaerzscumar, Lupwia Woipemar, Manufacturing Jeweller, 9, Duke- 
street, Bloomsbury, Middlesex. Com. Fonblanque: ti 11, at 1; 
and Oct. 9, at 1; Basinghall-street. Of. (Ase. Stan Sol. Bryan, 
$3, Bedford-square, London. Pet. ah 

Patterson, JouN, Licensed Victualler, Coombe, Bissett, Wilts. Com. 
Fonblanque: Sept. 11, at 2.30; and Oct. 9, at 12; street. 
op. 4a Gruham. Sols, Gregory & Co., Ai, Bedford-row, London. Pa. 

ug. 

Tayvtor, WitL1AM Brown, Tobacconist & Tea Dealer, Norwich. Com. 
Fonblanque: Sept. 5, at 12; and Oct. 9, at 11; Basinghall-street, Of. 
Ass. Stansfeld, Sols. Lawranee, Plews, & Boyer, 14, Old Jewry-cham- 
bers, London, Pet. Aug. 2 

Warrrarp, Josern, Breton Bristol. Com. Hill: Sept. 9 and Oct. 8, at 
11; Bristol. Off. Ass. Miller. Sol. Salmon, Bristcl. Pet. Aug. 20. 

Witxes, Samuet, Wine Merchant, Cardiff, Glamorganshire. Com, Hill: 
Sept. @ and Oct. 10, at 11; ; Bristol. or. Ass, Miller. Sols. Clifton & 
Benson, Bristol; or Pigeon, Bristol, Pet. Aug. 21. 

Fripay, Ane, , 1861. 

Besmenees, Hamer, Joiner & Builder, Burslem, Staffordshire. Com. 
Sanders 13 and Oct. 4, at Il; Birmingham. Of. As. 
Kinnear, 9 Tomkinson, Burslem ; or James & Knight, Birmingham 

ug. 

Essex, Joun, Watch Manufacturer & Licensed Victualler, Coventry, 
Warwickshire. Com. Sanders: Sept. 9 and Sept. 30, at 11; Birming- 
ham. Off. Ass. igre Sols. Minster & Son, Coventry; or Reeae, 
Birmingham. Pet. Aug. 28 

Everett, Joun, Carpenter, late of Rainham, and «9 of Green-hill Grove, 
Te Mord, Essex. Com, Fonblanque: Sept. 9 at 1; and Oct. 9, at 


; Bavinghall-street. Of. a Srhem, Sols, Young & Plews, 





25, Mark-lune , London, 


Pet, Aug. 2 
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FeLTHAM, Maxx, 
12 and a 10, at 11.30 ; Basinghall-street. of. Ass. Graham. Sol. 
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Miller, West Winch, Norfolk. Com. Fonblanque : Sept. 
Wilkins, 3 Furnival’s-inn, London, and King’s Lyn, Norfolk. Pet. 


Bh te Tuomas, Tailor & Draper, Ashburton, Devonshire. Com, An- 
drews: Sept. 11 and Oct. 9,at 12; Exeter. Of. Ass. Hirtzel. Sols. 
Tucker & Son, Ashburton, or Floud, Exeter. Pet. Aug. 29. 

Haspison, THOMAS Rosson, & Wittiam Waters, Sunderland, (Harrison 
& Waters). Com. Ellison: Sept. 10 and Oct. 16, at 11.30; Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. Off. Ass. Baker. Sol. Dixon, Sunderland. Pet, July 23. 

Horgins, GEoncE Henry, Auctioneer, Belper. Com. Sanders: Sept. 12 
and Oct. —- =i Nottingham. Of. Ass. Harris. Sol. Lees, Not- 


tingham. ug. 27. 

Kmsy, THOMAS, Baker, Flour Dealer, & Brewer, Honiton, Devonshire. 
Com. Andrews: Sept. 11 and Oct. % a 12; Exeter. Of. Ass. 
Hirtzel. Sol. Floud, Exeter. Pet. Aug. 2 

Lesre, CHaRLes Wituiam, Furniture Dealer; 16, Pitt-street, Liverpool. 
Com. Perry: Sept. 9, at 12, and Oct. 10, at 11; Liverpool. Of. Ass. 
Turner. Sol. Solomon, 22, sh omy place, London; or Yates, jun., 22, 
Fenwick-street, Liverpool. Pet. Aug. 16. 

Qc, Georce Henry, Toy Dealer & Ale and Porter Dealer, Bangor, 
Carnarvonshire. Com. Perry: Sept. 13 and 30, at 11; Liverpool. Og. 
Ass. Morgan. Sols. Evans, Son, & Sandys, Commerce-court, Lord- 
street, Liverpool. Pet. Oct. 24. 

Rosmnson, MatTHEw Dixon, Grocer & Confectioner, Oldbury, Worcester- 
shire. Com. Sanders: Sept. 13 and’ Oct. 4, at 11; Birmingham. Of. 
Ass. Kinnear. Sols. Shakespeare, Oldbury, or Smith, Birmingham. Pet, 


. 28. 
me , JAMES. tor, Accrington, Lancashire. Com. Jemmett: 
" Sept. 10 and “Get. ati Manchester. Off. Ass. Pott. Sol, Boteler. 
Liverpool. Pet. ‘Aug. 2 
SaaTTOCK, JOHN, Finan ey Hay Dealer, Innkeeper, & Letter out of a Steam 
Thrashing Machine, Long Ashton, Somersetshire. Com. Hill: 
ei og 8, at1l; Bristol. Of. Ass. Acraman. Sol, Dix, Bristol. 


ug. 23, 
oan eens. Eating House Keeper, 14 and 36, High-street, White- 
, Middlesex. Com. Fonblanque: Sept. 9, at 12; and Oct. 9, 
at ll, 30; Basinghall-street. Of. ~ Stansfeld. Sols, Smith & Son, 6, 
Barnard’s-inn, Holborn, London. Aug. 27. 
Taickan0om, JosEPH, Bookseller & Publisher 13, Paternoster-row, London. 
Com. Fonblanque: Sept. 9, at 1.30; and Oct. 9, at 2; Basinghall-street. 
Graham. . Lawrence, Smith, & Fawdon, 12, Bread-street, 





Ass. 
foie, Pet. Aug. 19. 
Taorr, GEorGE, Woollen Cloth Manufacturer, Holmfirth, Yorkshire. Com. 


Ayrton: Sept.10 and Oct. 4, at 11; Leeds. Of. Ae. sae Sols. 


, A 
WeLLs, BENJAMIN Weston, Floor Cloth Manufacturer, Avenue-road, 
Camberwell, Surrey. Com. Fane: Sept. 14, at 11; and Oct. 11, at 
ant Basinghallstreet, Of. Ass. Cannan. Sol, George, 5, Sise-- 
. . Aug. 28. 
Warrs, Witt1aMm, Builder, 18, Wolsey-terrace, Kentish-town, Middlesex. 
Com. Fane: Sept. 13, at 3; and Oct. 11, at 11; Basinghali-street. 
Of. Ass Cannan, Sols. Roche & Gover, 33, Old Jewry. Pet. Aug. 28. 


MEETINGS FOR PROOF b+ DEBTS. 
TuEsDay, Aug. 27, 1861. 

Feacuson, JAMEs, Draper, Stoneh , Dev i Oct. 7, at 11,30; Ply- 
mouth.—GeEtpER, Henry Van, Merchant, 24, Crutched-friars, London, 
Sept. 6, at 12; Basinghall-street.—STaNDRING, ALEXANDER Pertaie, & 

Perrie STANDRING, Iron and Brass Founders, Rochdale, Lan- 
cashire (A. P. Standring & Brother); separate estate of each. Oct. 8, 


at 12; Manchester. 
Frivay, Aug. 30, 1861. 

Nyren, Jonny Wittiam, & Apam Wison, Colour Manufacturers, Batter- 
sea, Surrey. Oct. 28, at 12; Basinghall-street.—BeLt, ALEXANDER 
Datrympce, & Emu Brassert, Silk Fringe and Trimming Manufac- 
turers, 7, Goldsmith-street, London. Sept. 24, at 12; Basinghall-street. 
Pertina, Sinvano Francisco Luis, & Jonn Grant, Wine Merchants, 
91, Great Tower-street, London (Pereira & Grant). Sept. 25, at 11; Ba- 
singhall-street. Same time, separate estate or S. F, Luis Pereira.— 
Wootprinee, James WituiaM, Tanner, Wickham, Southampton. Sept. 
24, at 11; Basinghall-street.—BrockweLt, Josian, Merchant, Old 
Broad-street, London. Sept. 23, at 1.30; Basinghall-street.—Kemp, 
Epwarp, Linen Draper, 7, Beckford-row, Walworth-road, Surrey. Sept. 
23, at 2; Basinghall-street.—HiLts, WiLt1aM, Grocer, Tea Dealer, and 
Cheesemonger, 6, Harmer-street, Milton-next-Gravesend, Kent. B. 
24, at 12; Basinghall-street.— Basser, Davin, Corn Merchant, 
bridge, Middlesex. Sept. 25, at 2; Basinghall-street. a Reweee. 
Henry, and Joun Batpwin, Tailors, 31, Cornhill, and of Tom’s Coffee 
House, Cowper’s-court, Cornhill, Tavern Keepers, Sept. 24, at 12; 
Basinghall-street.— AsTELL, Henry, Ale and Porter Merchant, Oil and 
Colourman, and Brush Dealer, hongnbocen, 1 » Leicestershire. Sept. 
26, at 11; ear 74 —FeErovuson, Srretton, Builder, Notting- 
ham, Oct. 3 » at 11; Notti ham. BP ol cena Jomn Stack, and 
WILLIAM STEVENSON, Timber erchants, Joiners, and Builders, Man- 
chester (Warburton & Stevenson). Oct. 8, at cine Manchester.— Brown, 
Henry, & Broox Hopason, Velvet Manufacturers, Halifax, Yorkshire 
(Brown & Co.). Sept. 20, at 11; Leeds. Sep, est. H. Brown.—-Lorp, 
Joun, Sipnzy Aquita Burrerworts, & Horatio BUTTERWORTH, 

Shelf’ near Halifax, Yorkshire gh oe arta & Co.). Sept. 20, at 11; 3.— 
Rosixson, Epwarp, Woollen Sheepridge, Huddersfield. 
re 20, at 11; Leeds. —ATACK, Lae tt, Builder Leeds. Sept. 20, at 
uM —Eparston, Ropent, & Tuomas HiauaM, Stufl Manu- 
facturers, Bailiff Bridge, Birstal,’ Yorkshire, (Edmeston & Higham). 
Sept. 20, atl; Leeds,—Parkea, Huan, Orrtey Snore, Joun Brewin, 
Joun Ropesrs, Bankers, Sheffield. Sept. 21, at 10 ; Sheffield.—Mar- 
TIN, WILLIAM, ALFRED » Pureaare Yous, & Wruttam Ricwarpson Rosr- 
sucK, Iron gr rage capes Doncaster September 21, at 10; 
Sheffield ; same time the separate estate of Auragp Pariuirs Youe.— 
Gree, Georae, Currier & Leather Seller, Sheffield, and Wath-upon- 
Dearne, Yorkshire, t. 21, at 10; Sheffield.-Turnea, James, Mil- 
ler & Farmer, Warsop, Nottinghamshire. Sept. 21, at 10; Sheffield. 
Woemsia, Witttam, Grocer, West Melton, near Wath, Yorkshire. 
Sept. 21, at 10; Sheffield.—Boorn, Jou Srooxs, Piano Forte Dealer & 
Music Seller, Sheffleld, Sept. 21, at 10; Sheffield.—Lexmine, bag or 
& James Hitt, Woollen Manufacturers, Batley Carr, Yorkshire. 
20, at Ll; Leeds. ee Dean, Scribbler, Holbeck, Leeds, Sept. 20, 











ton). Sept. 20, at 11 ; Leeds.—Laine, Rost, Vidi depen 
ment Maker, Dealer in Manures & Cattle Dealer, Forest Farm, Scorton. 
Sept. 20, at il; Leeds.—Barton, Ben. Grocer, Wortley, Leeds, Yorks- 
Sept. 20, at U; 3 Leeds.—Tzatze, Joun Ricwarp, Cabinet Maker & 
Upholsterer, Leeds. Sept. 20, at 11; Leeds.—Manrtin, James, Boot & 
Shoe Maker, Dewsbury, York. t. 20,atl1; Leeds.—Manxnam,. 
Denese ny 5 jana — tne ah ‘Sept. 20, atll; Leeds.— 
yw ey jonN WILLIAM, erchant, Kingston-upon-Hutt- 
Sept 25, at Kingston-upon- Hull.—Sricer, ‘ar Sanpow, To- 
bacconist & Brawee Kingston-upon-Hul). Sept. 25, at 12; Kingston- 
upon-Hull.- Aten, Georce, Grocer & Draper, Bardney, Liscolnshire. 
Sept. 25, at 12; Kingston-upon-Hull.—ArTxinson, Jonn, Seed Crusher, 
Kingston-upon- Holl. Sept. 25, at 12; ag Hull.—Daviss, 
Epwarp CuEmMEnt, Chemist st & Druggist, W & Spirit Merchant, & 
Dealer in Ale and Porter, Gainsborough. ag a] 24, at 12; Kingston- 
upon-Hull.—Davises, Epwarp CLEMENT, & GrorGE Chemists 
& Druggists, Wine & Spirit Merchants, & Dealers in Ale and Porter, 
— (Davies & Cooper). Sept. 25, at 12; Kingston-upon— 


a ee _— 


Way BURN Gas IN DAYTIME? Use Chappuis’ reflectors ; they diffuse da: 
light in dark places. The patentee and manufacturer is Mr. Cha; > 
69, Fleet-street.—Apv. 








RITISH MUTUAL INVESTMENT, LOAN 
and DISCOUNT COMPANY (Limited), 
17, NEW BRIDGE-STREET, BLACKFRIARS, LONDON, E.C. 
Capital, £200,000, in 20,000 shares of £10each. £3 per share paid. 


CHAIRMAN. 
METCALF HOPGOOD, Esq., Bishopsgate-street. 
SoLicrrors. 
Messrs. PATTESON & COBBOLD, 3, Bedford-row. 


MANAGER. 
CHARLESJAMES THICKE, Esq.,17, New Bridge-street.* 

INVESTMENTS.—The present rate of interest on money deposited 
with the Company for fixed periods, or subject to an agreed notice of with- 
drawal, is 5 per cent. 

LOANS.—Advances are made, in sums from £50 to £1,000, upon ap- 
proved personal and other security, a by easy instaiments, ex- 
tending over any period not exceeding 10 years. 

Applications for the new issue of Shares may be made to the Seeretary, 
of whom Prospectuses, the last Annual Report, and every information car, 
be obtained. JOSEPH K. JACKSON, Secretary. 





ROMNEY MARSH, KENT. 
An Eligible Freehold Estate, — of 313a. 3r. 18p. of Valuable 
nd. 


’ I ‘O BE SOLD by AUCTION, in One Lot, pursu- 
ant to an Order of the High Court of Chancery, made in the causes 
of “ Jane Holman and Others v. Thomas Holman and Others,” and of 
“ Thomas Holman v. Ann Holman and Others,” and of “ H. H. Sweetnam 
and Others v. Ann Holman and Others,” with the approbation of the 
Right Honourable the Master of the Rolls, the judge to a these causes 
are attached, by Mr. JOSEPH TOOTELL (the person appointed for that 
purpose), at the AUCTION MART, LONDON, on WEDNESDAY, the 
18th day of SEPTEMBER, 1861, at TWELVE for ONE o'Clock y> 
an eligible FREEHOLD ESTATE, known as “ Gammon’s Farm,” consist- 
ing of 318a. 3r, 13p. of valuable land, 217 acres of which are exceedingly 
productive arable land, and the remaining 96 acres are sound fatting land, 
together with a good farm dwelling house, and all the requisite agricul- 
tural buildings well arranged, well placed, — in good —. This valu- 
able property is situate in the parishes of New Church and Eastbridge, in 
the County of Kent, four miles distant from New Romney, ten miles from 
Ashford, and seven miles from Hythe. The estate is held on lease by 
Messrs. Matthew and Thomas William gee’ (highly tenants), 
for a term of twenty-one years from the 11th October, 1853. 
The property may be viewed on application to the tenants. Partic 
be obtained on application to Messrs. BROCKMAN & HARRISON, 
Solicitors, Folkestone; to Messrs. TALBOT, TALBOT, and TASKER, 
Solicitors, 47, Bedford-row ; to a. BISCHOFF, COX, and BOMPAS, 
Solicitors, 19, Coleman-street ; ‘© Messrs. FLUX and ARGLES, Solicitors, 
68, Cheapside and to Mr. JOuN MURRAY, — 7, Whitehall- 

; also at the Auction Mart, London ; at the Royal Fountain Hotel, 
Canterbury : at the Shakespeare Hotel, Dover; at the Albion Hotel, 
—: at the New Inn, New Romney ; at the Swan Hotel, you at 
the Saracen’ 's Head Inn, Ashford ; and of Mr. TOOTELL, Land Agent and 


Valuer, Maidstone. 


T° BE SOLD, pursuant to an Order of the ae 
Court of Chancery made in a cause of Gyett against 

with the approbation of the Stes henasie AJ Rete 
in one Oe aa MILNER, the _ the said he 

the 0. ARMS a - INGTO =o ty OUNTY of 
FORD, on THURSDAY, the of SEPTEMBER, 1861, at 12 o'clock 
precisely, a certain F REEHOLD ATE, situate in the parishes of 
Glascomb and Bettus Disserth, and known as Wern Faur or Wern Danzey, 
and Cefu Glase, in the county of Radnor, now in the occupation of Mr. 
Danzey Sheen, 

Particulars whereof may be had gratis of Mr. THOMAS WESTALL, of 
No, 3, South-square, Gray’s-inn, London, Solicitor ; of Messrs. BODEN- 
HAM & TEMPLE, Solicitors, Kington, Herefordshire ; of Messrs. MERE- 
DITH & LUCAS, Solicitors, No, 8, New-square, Lincoln’s- -Inn, London ; 
of Messrs. PATRICK & UNDERWOOD, Solicitors, Rolls Chambers, 
Chancery-lune, London; of ™ —e CHEESE, Solicitor, Kington ; 
< Mr, PARSONS, Presteign ; and of the —— Inns and Hotels in the 

hbourhood; and of the prt! at his office, Kington, Here- 


Dated this 13th day of August. 1861. 
(Signed) EDWARD WEATHERALL, Chief Clerk. 








at 11; Leeds.—Crarron, W., Jos. Witkinson Cuaron, Canis 
ton, Contractors & Builders, ‘Manningham, Bradford (Clayton & Billing- 
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FREEHOLDS—LEICESTERSHIRE AND NOTTINGHAMSHIRE. 


Trees BE SOLD, pursuant to an Order of the High 

gh of Chancery, made in a cause “ Rogers v. apaipty; wt the 
Mn Fi occ i seo ow! mn Dopey in Two i 

liners, WHITE TE & SON, LE Ar ott coatte 

P Lot 1, at the ANGEL OREL tah of SEPTEMBER AM, in the coun’ 

f LINCOLN, o on SATURDAY, the ER, 1961.8 
Srelou ia the afternoon precisely Lot, ot the WHITE HOTEL, 
in EAST RETFORD, in the county of” sor aceek, = ye 
the 14th day of SEPTEMBER, 1861, at FIVE 0’ in the afternoon pre- 

cisely—certain FREEHOLD ESTATES, “altuate at tines and Long Clawson, 
in the County of Leicester, and at South Leverton, in the county of Not- 
tingham, late the property of Francis Blage, of South Leverton, in the 
county of Notting! » Surgeon, de 

Particulars whereof may be had gratis tis of Messrs. NEWTON & JONES, 
— Messrs. SHEE, BURNABY, & DENMAN, Solicitors, East Retford, 

Nottinghamshire; of Messrs. C. & I. ALLEN & SON, Solicitors. 17, Car- 
lisle-street, Soho-square ; of Messrs. REECE, WILKINS & BLYTH, 10, 
St. Swithin-lane, London ; at the Hotels above mentioned ; and of Messrs, 
WHITE & SON, Auctioneers, East Retford, Nottinghamshire. 


Dated 17th August, 1861. CHAS, PUGH, Chief Clerk. 


HANTS, near PETERSFIELD. 


ESSRS. BROOKS & BEAL are instructed to 
SELL, by Private Contract, a desirable FREEHOLD ESTATE ; 
comprising a noble mansion, having three reception rooms, 10 bed rooms, 
all offices; double coach-honse, six and three stall stables, and surrounded 
by pleasure grounds, garden, shrubberies, and an American garden of 
rhododendrons ; a good kitchen garden walled in, and about 120 acres of 
prime meadow and other land. 
Forprice, &c. » apply to BROOKS & BEAL, Land Agents, 209, Piccadilly. 





FIRST-CLASS. BIVESTNES ee DOMAIN, ADVOWSON, 





ESSRS. BROOKS & BEAL are instructed to 

. SELLE a splendid MANORIAL ESTATE and noble MANSION, 
seated in one of the best wesiern counties. The whole estate ty ote 
-about 6,000 acres, with excellent farm residences and homesteads, 
and cottages. The pe goes 4 is most compact ie b gem Dill and oo 
wood and river. Let to highly ible tenants at 
moderate rents; isin a fair state of Tzultivation ;  autieg in the possessor 
considerable county and borough, Parliamentary, and local influence, and 
yielding an ample income. 

Estate and Anction | Offices, 209, Piccadilly, ¥. 








FINCHLEY. 


\ ESSRS. BROOKS & BEAL have for SALE, the 
e* LEASE of an elegant VILLA, at a ground rent of £70 per annum. 
The grounds (three lawn: ~ and gardens are beautifully laid out. 

For detailed particulars of accommodation apply at their offices, 209, 
Piccadilly, W. (Fo. 281 R.) 





HERTS. 


ESSRS. BROOKS & BEAL have to SELL a 
FREEHOLD ESTATE; comprising a modern-built residence, of 
handsome elevation, surrounded by 40 acres of land, laid out in pleasure 
grounds, kitchen garden, orchard, arable and grass fields ; it is adapted 
for immediate occupation, and within two hours’ journey from 
It has coach-houses and stables, and farm buildings; the whole in good 
order. Purchase £3,500. 
Estate and Auction Veco, No. 209, Ploeaailly, Vi ¥. 


CAVENDISH-PLACE, CAVENDISH-SQUARE. 


O BE LET, unfurnished, or the Lease to be Sold, 
of an excellent RESIDENCE, in thorough repair, very light and 
airy, not overlooked in front or rear. Jt contains four good reception 
rooms and fiye bed rooms, convenient offices, well-placed closets. 
BR ay & BEAL, Estate Agents and Auctioneers, 209, Piccadilly, W. 
(Fo, 225 


(Fo. 200, R 3). 








HANTS. 


O BE SOLD, a desirable FREEHOLD land-tax 
redeemed PROPERTY, most pleasantly situate, and surrounded by 
very tasteful pleasure grounds, with ornamental water and well-timbered 
grass paddocks and pom che walled kitchen gardens, elegant conservatory 
and vinery. House contains hall, two spacious drawing rooms, and 
room, library, and boudoir, two staircases, 13 bed and rooms, 
ais wd room, capital offices, coach-house, and stables, and other out- 
It is one mile from a station, Direct Portsmouth and South 
Coste Railway, half a mile from church and private sea bathing. Pur- 
chase moderate 
(F198) & BEAL, Estate Agents and Auctioneers, 209, Piccadilly, W 
‘0, 





INVESTMENTS. 


ESSRS. BROOKS & BEAL have for SALE, 
together or separately, FIFTEEN FREEHOLD (or Leasehold) 
COTTAGE VILLAS, at pwenterertt, on the borders of Wimbledon-park ; 
each Jet at £30 per aun 
To treat, ca at their offices, 209, Piccadilly, W. 


KA cor or PATENT EINDIA-RUBBER 
a Ho Mh ot gle ty as 
Windsor Castle, Buckingham Palace, and numerous public and private 


F, G, TRESTRAIL & Co., 19 & 20, Walbrook, London, E.0, 
Manufactory—South London Works, Lambeth. 





offices. 





INES for the NOBILITY and GEW 
WINES for the ARMY and NAVY. 
WINES for the CLERICAL, LEGAL, and MEDICAL PROFES 
WINES for PRIVATE FAMILIES. 
PURE and UNADULTERATED GRAPE WINES from the SOU 


FRANCE. 
VENDED by the PROPRIETORS of the VINEYARDS, 


THE FRENCH VINEYARD ASSOCIATION 
have taken extensive cellarage at the West-end of London, for the 
of in Frenon Wines only to the British public at Frenoa Ty 
Prices ; and the members of that Association being p' 
most esteemed growths in France, the Nobility, Gentry, and 
patronising such Wines, will become assured of their genuineness, 

THE EMPRESS PORT, 

20s. per dozen. Sent free, bottles included, to any British Rail 
tion, on receipt af, Bs Order on Charing-cross Post-office for 22s. 6 


able to A. Rophe, Direc 
i EMPRESS PORT, 
is pure grape, of first-class quality, and delicious taste; the very 
family consumption, 
CHAMPAGNE, equal to Moet’s, 42s, 
SPARKLING BURGUNDY 
(* The Glorious Bumper”) at 48s. per dozen. 
Pure CLARETS from I6s. to 84s. per dozen. 
Tariffs of other Wines sent post free. 
Cheques requested to. be crossed ** London and Westminster Bank." 
FRENCH VINEYARD ASSOCIATION, 


32, Recent Circus, PIccaDILLy, LoxDon, 1861. 


“EYZOR and BENDON’S TWO GUINEA 
OCULAR FIELD or OPERA GLASS sent carriage 
ceipt of post-office order, to any part of the United 
poctess.s pe power of this instrument renders it aday ay oe 
combined purposes of telescope Foy opera glass. It ' 
distinctly at ten miles ig suitable for the tegeaee” nod 
sorter, tourists, and general out-door observations.- bid to B 
tained of KEYZOR and BENDON (successors to Harris and and Son), 0 
cians, 50, High Holborn, London, W.C. 
Illustrated Price List of Optical and Mathematical Instruments fi 
receipt of two stamps. 


HOSE WHO ARE ABOUT TO FURNI 
should visit G. I. THOMPSON'S extensive Stock of : 
mongery, Electro-Silver Plate, Fenders, Fire-Irons, Japan and | Pa 
Maché Trays, Baths, Toilette Furniture, Gas Chandeliers, Moder 
Lamps. All articles marked in plain figures. 
THOMPSON’S Electro Silver Spoons, 36s.; Forks, 34s, dozen. 
THOMPSON’S Ivory Balance Table Knives, l6s., 22s., 28s. dozen. 
25, FINSBURY- PAVEMENT, LONDON, E.C. 
Carriage paid to Railway Stations. Send for a Furnishing List. 
IMPORTER OF PURE COLZA OIL, 


ICTURE FRAMES.—Cheap and Good Gilt Fre 
for Oil Pairtings,2 4 by 24, 4 inches wide, 20s. Ornamental F 
for Drawings, 14> 7 1¢,42. each. The Art Union Prints, framed in 
superior style, at the lowest prices. Neat gilt frames, for the Tllusti 
ortraits, 1s. 6d. each. Gilt Room Bordering at 4s. per yard. Oil p 
ings cleaned, lined, and restored; old frames re-gilt equal to new. 1 
trade and country dealers supplied with gilt and fancy wood mouldit 
print, &c. German Prints 5s. per dozen. Neat Gilt Frames, 17 b 
with glass complete, Is. 6d. each. CHARLES REES, Carver, Gil 
Mount Maker, and Print Seller, 36, Holborn, opposite Chancery-lane. 


IR W. BURNETT, Director-General of the Med 
Department of the Navy, recommended BORWICK’S BAK 
POWDER in preference to every other, for the use of her Majesty’s Na 
because it was more wholesome—more effective—wonld longer— 
was in all respects superior to every other manufactured. ing t 
monials as to its haar fag excellence have also been received from 
Queen’s Private Baker ; Hassall, Analyst to the Lancet; Cap 
Allen Young, of the ects yacht Fox,” and other scientific men. 
preter in Id., 2d,, 4d., and 6d. packets; and Is., 2s. 64., and! 
OXES 7 
When you ask for Borwick’s Baking Powder, see that you get it, 
complaints have been made of shopkeepers substituting worthless artic! 
made from inferior and anon ye ingredients, because they are reali; 
ing a larger profit by them. a 


‘| BY + Be peta OF TEETH.—EDWD. MILES | 
vite the attention of persons desirous t u 

the ECONOMY 2 and ILITY of their best and male beet {n S 

of TEETH of é' res See | adapted without pain or e atrectie, 
lh nda Ky “the result of 20 years’ active practice. Their 2s, wo 
post free, or erga gratis. Toothache for the most part cured 

extraction. Best stopping with gold, &c. 
15, Liverpool-street, Bishopsgate Church, City, E.C. 


M% HOWARD, Surgeon Dentist, 52, Fleet-street, 
.hasintroduced an entirely new deser tion of ARTIFICIAL 





free, Gi 
om. 

















extraction of roots, or any painful operation, comps su 
teeth that are lowe, and is guaranteed to ma Rinplen 
cation. Decayed teeth Supaoh wed vendered oe ae ek Ee ; 
52, Fleet-street. At home from 10 till 5, 











